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MORE FREQUENT CIRCUITS. 


“it must be owned that the pace at which the Govern- 
‘iient appear disposed to move in carrying out admitted 
revements of law and practice, is not calculated to 
irm anybody. Whatever suspicion may attach to the 
fuineness of the Conservatism of certain members of 
§ Cabinet upon particular subjects, we think that the 
bate of Tuesday night, upon Mr. M‘Mahon’s motion, 
i go far to dissipate any anxiety which may have be- 
ian to gather in the hearts of their less advanced and 
ible supporters. We can understand that country 
itlemen may feel a difficulty in reconciling with pre- 
aC eived ideas the Conservatism of the Attorney-Gene- 
bon the ree uestion, or that of Lord Stanley 

on most points of politics ; and it is therefore satisfac- 
fy to observe that the Conservatism of Mr. Walpole, 
‘regards the administration of justice at the assizes, is 
f @ More primitive and ruder sort. In fact, it does not 
fer very much from the genuine Eldonian Conserva- 
im, which political opponents are apt. to call in their 
y Gods ‘“‘Toryism,” and on the smallest provoca- 
on “ blind obstructiveness.” It is true that the Govern- 
ent do not absolutely refuse to make any change, but 
ley concede as little as they can, and they will be as 
as possible performing what they were compelled to 
mise. It will be remembered that the Judicial Busi- 
Commission of last year arrived at the conclusion 
it was, at least in theory, very desirable that more 
lent opportunities should be afforded of trying im- 

int causes in our chief seats of provincial industry 
commerce. But it was also the opinion of the Com- 
lion that very little could be done to supply the 
ind as by i eae a interferin wath the 
ormanc ju of duties equally or even 
imperative. The mmission was a pointed to 
Msider, amongst other things, whether the existing 
imber of judges could not be reduced in accordance 
{an economical impulse which momentarily pos- 
d the House of Commons. This project of retrench- 

“ment was satisfactorily demolished by the report; and 
ve Hope that no Chancellor of the Exchequer will allow 
elf to be deluded into reviving it. Not only was it 

ed “beyond dispute that the number of judges is 


Rot too great, but the idea was certainly suggested, 
migh of course not followed up, that the number 
ally too small. It would have been manifestly 
nd the functions of the Commission to enter upon 
topic, but a Committee of the House of Commons 
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might properly entertain it, and therefore we do not 
think that Mr. M‘Mahon’s motion was so enterely su- 
perfluous as it appeared to be considered by the House. 

The Commission, however, have expressly recom- 
mended that Manchester should be constituted an assize 
town; and that a winter assize for civil business should 
be held in Yorkshire and Lancashire, and “ such other 
places as may from time to time clearly require such 
assistance.” The report which contains these suggestions 
is fully as temperate and cautious as might be expected 
from the constitution of the Commission. There were 
eight members, and four of them were ju while 
another was a colleague of Mr. Walpole, and another 
was the late Speaker of the House of Commons. Surely 
the Conservatism of the Government would be in no 
sort of danger if they trusted themselves in such com- 
pany as this. The character of a judge is a tee 
for respectability and stability, and we think that the 
misgivings of elderly members of the Tory party could not 
have been more effectually set at rest than by an assur- 
ance that their leaders would propose no measure which 
had not the sanction of Lord Campbell and Lord Wens- 
leydale. But Mr. Walpole, it now appears, is too scrupu- 
lous to advance even where the approval of these veteran 
lawyers invites his footsteps. The utmost he will venture 
upon at present is to make Manchester an assize 
town. Let us wait, he says, and see how this will 
work. Let us wait, that is, until the corporation 
of Manchester has finished building courts which pro- 
bably are not yet commenced. We do not know 
how long it will, take to build these courts, but we 
have some confidence that the process will not be so ex- 
cessively deliberate as if her Majesty's Government had 
the administration of the affairs of Manchester. Sup- 
pose, however, that the courts are complete and open; 
the next question will be, How long a time do the 
Government require to ponder over and Fane an 
digest the results of the experiment they have 
engaged in watching? If our patience supports us long 
enough, we may possibly liv: ‘o witness the next for- 
ward step in a determination to constitute either Leeds 
or Wakefield a second assize-town for Yorkshire. It 
will then, perhaps, be necessary to build or enlarge 
courts at the town thus selected; and again during this 
process Mr. Walpole will subside into a spectator. But 
in the progress of time, this experiment also will be 
complete, and then the case of Bristol or of Birmingham 
may have its turn’; and next, the more general questions 
as to the expediency of a third assize for civil business, 
and as to the redistribution of the circuits; and so, when 
the venerable Commissioners have long been gathered 
to their fathers, it may be that the whole of their very 
moderate suggestions will actually be adopted by the 
Government. 

The arguments of Mr. Walpole may satisfy law- 
reformers of the Eldonian school, but we do not think 
that anyone who desires genuine social improvement 
can be content with them. There is a good deal of evi- 
dence that commercial men are dissatisfied with the 
existing arrangements for the litigation of questions in 
which they are interested. If this were not so, we should 
not hear so much of tribunals of commerce and other 
nostrums, which only obtain attention because some 
evil is felt or fancied, which the authorities show no 
disposition to investigate, and, if proved, to remedy. Do 
not Hull, and Manchester, and Bristol, and other equally 
important places, suffer at this moment under a real 
grievance in the want of those facilities for trying causes 
which might be easily afforded to them? We say easily, 
because if it be proved that fifteen judges are not 
enough to administer justice in the supreme courts 
as promptly, and at the same time as deliberately, 
as might be desired, the House of Commons should not, 
and we believe would not, hesitate to sanction the ap- 

intment of a larger number. Mr. Walpole talks as 
if all the sanctity of the British Constitution were con- 
centrated in this mystical number of fifteen judges; and 
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it would appear at last to have been discovered that the 
ial mission of Conservatism consists in maintaining 
our judicial institutions inviolable, even in their most 
minute details. And then, by way of an argument for 
younger and less reverential Tories, Mr. Walpole asks 
whether the country has not got the county courts ; and 
he points out that, if people are compelled to come to 
York assizes from all ae of an immense county, they 
are only doing what their forefathers were obliged to do 
without the convenience of railroads. We protest, in 
the name of the profession, which is deeply interested in 
the speedy and satisfactory administration of justice, 
against these miserable attempts to evade one of the 
most important of economical questions. Mr. Walpole 
knows quite well that the existence of the county courts 
is no answer to the demand made upon him, but goes far to 
increase its weight. The facility now enjoyed for enforcing 
the settlement of small claims naturally provokes the envy 
of those who deal habitually in large amounts. But a 
judge, and a bar, and a procedure very suitable for 
itigation about a subject matter of £50 or under, cannot 
be expected to give satisfaction when the amount in- 
“valved fs ten times as great. There is abundant evidence 
in the report of the Commission that if the chief pro- 
vincial towns possessed anything like the same oppor- 
tunities as the capital for the trial of commercial causes, 
avery considerable increase of judicial business would 
be the result. We contend that the absolute denial of 
all such additional opportunities is a grievous injury to 
the commercial classes; and we say further that the 
legal profession has a strong and just complaint against 
the slviours of the Crown who perversely bring the admi- 
nistration of our law into disrepute, while they deprive 
the lawyers of the legitimate benefit which would accrue 
to them from the development of the national wealth, 
and the consequent increase of legal business. The good 
administration of justice is an object superior in value to 
all considerations of expense. If fifteen judges are found 
to be not enough for all the duties which they ought to 
e, a grave evil exists, and it is the business of 
the Government to find a remedy for it, even at the risk 
of being obliged to ask the House of Commons for a 
t of money. County courts and railways, and other 
inventions of modern times, ought not to be made excuses 
for leaving older institutions unimproved. On the con- 
trary, they supply the strongest condemnation of that 
obstinacy which refuses to admit into its own peculiar 
sphere the reforming spirit of which, everywhere else, 
it feels and enjoys the benefit. 





REGISTRATION OF PARTNERSHIPS. 


Lord Goderich has brought forward a Bill to provide 
for the general registration of partnerships. The prin- 
ciple involved in it has been repeatedly affirmed by the 
chambers of commerce of the leading commercial towns 
of the three ago Its general machinery, and 
even its very details, have been di from time to 
time, at mercantile law conferences and similar gather- 
ings, with an unanimity that has been scarcely equalled 
in the history of law reforms. The Bill then comes 
before Parliament as protesting against a grievance 
universally experienced, and as proposing a remedy 
universally desired, by mercantile people. It is there- 
fore entitled to the careful and ul consideration, 
not only of our legislators, but of all persons interested 
in the improvement of English jurisprudence. 

The evil complained of lies within a narrow com: 
and may be stated in a few words, though we are told its 
consequences are widely and deeply felt. As the lawstands 
at present, it is frequently difficult, and sometimes im- 
possible, to ascertain, without resort to legal pre 
who are the partners; and where there are admittedly 
several, what are their respective shares and interests ; 
or any information whatever either as to the consti- 
tution, duration, or other terms and conditions of any 
given Many 








transpire, are regularly in business transactions. 
They buy goods upon it, and put the profits in their 
pockets, without a corresponding risk in case of loss, 
An unscrupulous man with money may trade, to 
all intents and purposes, in partnership with a man 
of straw, and take to himself not only the whole 
of the gains, but even the creditors’ property, with- 
out ever disclosing his name or his interest in the 
firm, unless the secret is dragged out by the 
processes known to Lincoln’s-inn and Basinghall- 
street. ee ag will admit that there is ot 
desirable in this. But the evil does not stop here. We 
have been Soe of the case where the merchant 
thinks he is dealing with one man, but is actually in the 
hands and at the mercy of another, whose face he has 
never seen. ‘There is also the converse case, where some 
obscure or insolvent individual obtains credit, which he 
could not otherwise obtain, merely because he trades 
under the style and title of a firm. Well-soundi 
names are often imported into firms, and the catching 
flourish of “ Company” is added, without any corre- 
sponding entities in the material world. Many a name 
that in olden time commanded credit and respect, is 
improperly continued or assumed by unscrupulous suc- 
cessors, for the p of ensnaring creditors, and 
defrauding the public. It is notorious that names are 
retained in firms long after their owners and everybod 
representing them have left; and that the object of ea 
a we frequently, is not merely to facilitate the 
sale of certain commodities, but to secure a continuance 
of pecuniary credit and accommodation. Another class 
of persons who find the secret system convenient for 
their commercial operations, has become familiar to the 
English public by recent revelations. Of late, it has 
not been uncommon for gentlemen ostensibly engaged 
in mercantile pursuits of one kind, to devote their best 
energies to those of a very different nature. Colonel 
Waugh and his confederate, Dr. Stephens, are specimens 
of the class to which we refer. They were of course con- 
nected with a bank, but that goes for reso 
Such people always will be connected with a 
where they can. But the point is, while they 
were ostensibly engaged. only in mercantile i 
of a particular kind, they were in fact mixed up 
as partners in all kinds of surreptitious and my- 
thical firms, the creditors of which never heard 
the names of their real debtors until it was too late. 
Even where no fraud is deliberately intended, it is 
obvious that it would be useful for plage to know 
when a debtor is e ed, not only in the particular 
concern and viistieas fo respect of Vhigh the debt has 
been incurred, but in others also of a totally distinct cha- 
racter. Such information, no doubt, would diminish 
the risk of loss to honest traders, and tend to curb the 
reckless speculation which is now ind in anony- 
mously by men of fair exterior and re repute. 
Another evil which is alleged and urged as_a reason 
for the registration of partnerships is the difficulty, @ 
cases where legal process has to be issued against a firm, 
of discovering not only who the partners are but also 
their proper names and additions, as required by law. 
We regard this objection, however, as little more than 4 
make-weight, inasmuch as the provisions of the Common 
Law Procedure Act enable any person who requires to 
sue a firm, and who knows the name of one of the part- 
ners—so as to bring one at least properly before the 
Court—to procure the n inft witho 
expense or trouble, and to amend the record by adding 
new parties. Once having established the fact that 4 
partnership exists between two individuals, ay Fg of 
whom is published to the world ing on the busi- 
ness, there would now be but little trouble in arriving 
at Ba correct ay and description ra ie ae. The 
di always has been to prove of partner- 
iy Lord Goderich and. the 


ship. Let us see in what way Lord 
oy: Commercial Association have tried to r- 
moye 
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It is proposed that the new Act should apply to 
ev ership Ts on any trade or profession 
in Eng and, not including joint-stock companies and 
similar bodies. It comprises every firm that “shall 
consist of two or more persons ng on business 
in their own names, or in some or one of their names, 
‘or of one or more person or persons carrying on business 

the name or names of any other person or per- 
sons, or in his or their own name or names in con- 
junction with the name or names of any other person or 
persons, or carrying on business under the style or title 
of any company or firm.” This definition is evidently 
intended by the framers of the Bill to include eve 
merchant, tradesman, and professional man in England, 
who is not carrying on business solely and in his own 
name. If, according to the subtle interpretations of 
English law, any other person is entitled to participate 
in the profits of the business, both would become liable 
to the, disabilities and penalties of the proposed 
Act; and they are by no means trivial. So long es 
the partnership remains unregistered, it is to be inca- 
ble of suing. Therefore, whenever anyone trading in 
is own name appeared as a plaintiff in litigation, the 
first struggle of the defendant would be to show that, in 
fact, some other person was interested in the plaintiff’s 
business, and if necessary for this purpose, to compel 
discovery. It is further proposed, that on the applica- 
tion of any person, who pays five shillings, the registrar 
is to send a notice in writing to any person deemed by 
the person making the application to be a partner in 
an unregistered ertneresp, “requiring from him full 
information as to his ners,” and “with reference either 
to the time of sending the notice, or to any previous 
time or times.” In case of his allowing seven days to 
pass without giving ‘‘the information so required from 

im,” he is to be liable to penalties recoverable before 
justices of the peace. The Bill also contains elaborate 

visions relating to changes of interest by the 
‘death, retirement, or bankruptcy of any registered 
partner, or by the admission of any new partner; as to 
changes in the name of the firm or the place of busi- 
‘ness, and also as to “ superseding” registration ; but as 
all these are unaccompanied by penalties, we presume 
they are not considered important. And yet, unless 
every step is made compulsory, under penal sanctions, 
it is to be feared that the registrar would not be kept 
familiar with the changing scenes of mercantile life in 
his. district. The hierophant of all these hitherto 
shrouded mysteries of the counting-house, it is sug- 
gested, should be the registrar of births, deaths, and 
marriages. There are pect who think that this 
fanctionary is already sufficiently conversant with the 
affairs of his neighbourhood ; but it now appears that 
others are desirous that he should extend his inquisi- 
tions to the business side of their houses. 

Admitting, however, that there would be nothing re- 
anqnene to English feelings in the inquisitorial powers 
and duties of these registrars, and that, without a coercive 
system of T swarse-oy fines and civil disabilities, the re- 
gister itself might be made to give a fair account of the 
actual condition of existing partnerships, what is to be 
gained by it? Are the admitted evils which we have 
mentioned to be remedied by registration? Is the fact 
of registration of a person, not a partner, to be conclu- 
sive as to his liability, in the event of litigation, either 
among the registered partners or between them and 
strangers? Is the fact of non-registration of an actual 
partner to be conclusive of his non-liability? Where 
the question is, whether, upon the construction of arti- 
a —— exists, or not, is the registrar of 

eaths, and marriages to decide it, or must it 


= a 


referred to the Court of Chancery upon a special 
? If there are no articles, and the question can 
solved by an attentive study of such com- 
phies as now lie unedited in thousands 
ip suits, is registration to postponed, 
alleged partners to be con- 


be 
bi 


the outlawry of the 


1 








firmed until the final judgment? What 
done with partners who become insane, or 
trustees, cestui que trusts, or minors? How will 

cases as ry Bg or one of Clements v. Hall (6 W. 
358)—and they are not uncommon—appear upon 
poe 3 ? Is the Registrar, or who is, to decide what are 
the rights of the representatives of a deceased partner 
in respect of the partnership business and property ? 
We must content ourselves for the present with suggest- 
ing these inquiries. 


R. 


a 


Legal Wes. 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
(Sittings at Nisi Prius, at Guildhall, before Mr. Justice 
COLERIDGE and a Common Jury.) 
Block v. Hunt.—April 22. 

This was an action for goods sold and delivered, and the 
amount claimed was £36. 

The defendant, in person, said, it was merely a question of 
costs. He received a letter from Mr. Charles Young, an 
attorney, on the morning of Saturday, the 6th of February, 
requiring payment. He sent up the money before 2 o'clock 
that day, and was then told that the writ had issued. By the 
City of London Small Debts Act, if the amount recovered was 
under £50, the plaintiff could not have his costs unless the 
judge certified. 

Mr. Justice COLERIDGE, upon looking at the letter, observed, 
that no respectable attorney would commence i 
against any one, unless under very particular 
without first writing a letter of this kind; but if the attorney 
issued a writ as soon as he sent the letter, it rendered the letter 
nugatory. 

Mr. Young said, he had been in practice forty-five years. 

The learned Judge said, he was only stating a reason for 
not giving the certificate. 

A verdict was then taken for £36, but the judge refused to 
give a certificate. 


(Sittings at Nisi Prius, at Westminister, before Mr. Justice 
COLERIDGE and a Common Jury.) 
Smith v. Colls.—April 24. 

Mr. Temple and Mr. Malcolm Kerr were counsel for the 
plaintiff ; Mr. Serjeant Ballantine and Mr. Griffts appeared for 
the defendant. 

This was an action brought to recover damages for injuries 
sustained by the plaintiff in consequence of the negligence of a 
servant of the defendant in driving a horse and cart and 
knocking her down. 

Mr. Justice CoLERIDGE.—I take this opportunity of saying a 
few words which may be worthy of general attention. I am 
one of those who think it is really of great consequence to 
preserve the right of foot-passengers of crossing i 
at what are called crossings. Ordinarily speaking, the 
is for foot-passengers and the roadway for carriages and horses. 
But, as people on the footpath must have occasion to cross, they 
have as much right to crossing as persons in carriages and on 
horses have to use the road. Our law, however, is a very 
sensible one in this respect. No man who brings an action for 
injuries he has sustained can recover damages if by his own 
negligence he has materially contributed to the accident. 
Therefore, everybody crossing a road is bound to look round 
and see that no one in lawful occupation of the road, whether 
in a carriage or on a horse, is coming, because; if a carriage or 
horse is coming, he is bound to stop. So, on the other hand, 
omnibus drivers and others, when they come to regular crossings, 
are bound to look and see that no foot passengers are crossing 
at the time. 








(Sittings in Banco.) 
Whitfield and Others vy. The South-Eastern Railway Company.— 
April 29. 
The plaintiffs in this action carried on business as bankers 
at various places adjacent to the line of the South-Eastern 
Railway Company, under the style of the Lewes Old Bank; 
cand they sued the company to recover damages for falsely and 
maliciously publishing by the electric telegraph that the Lewes 
Old Bank had stopped payment, and that the servants of 
company were not to take any more mes or notes of 
bank. The defendants demurred to the j 
the question was raised whether an action could be 
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against a company in its corporate capacity for defamation, or 
whether the action should not have been brought against the 
individuals who caused the publication to be made. It was 
contended on the part of the defendants, that a company could 
not have the malicious intention necessary to be proved in 
order to support this action. 

The question was argued on Friday the 23rd, by Mr. Creasy 
(with whom was Mr. Spinks) on the part of the plaintiffs, and 
by Mr. H. Hill, Q. C., on the part of the defendants, when the 
Court took time to consider. 

Lord CaMPBELL now delivered the judgment of the Court in 
favour of the plaintiffs. His Lordship reviewed the several 
cases in which it had been held that corporations aggregate 
were liable to be sued in trespass for various acts done by their 
authority, and expressed the opinion of the Court to the effect 
that the action was well supported. His Lordship adverted to 
the fact that there was now a public journal which was con- 
ducted by a corporation aggregate (we believe his Lordship re- 
ferred to the Solicitors’ Journal), and intimated that such a 
corporation would be liable for a libel published by their 
authority. 

Judgment for the plaintiffs. 


es 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Evans.) 

In ve the London and Eastern Banking Corporation—April 29. 

His Honour said,—This is an application to supersede the 
petition in bankruptcy in this case. I do not find that there is 
any distinction between this and the case of the British Bank, 
except that in that case the dissolution of the company was by 
the act of the company itself, and in this case the dissolution 
was by the Court of Chancery. In both cases the dissolution 
appears to me to be equally conclusive as to future acts, but 
not to interfere with what the company had already done. If 
@ person when in trade contracts debts, he continues a trader 
till those debts are discharged. It is argued that all the pro- 
perty is vested in the official manager; if so he cannot suffer 
any injury from the bankruptcy, and the whole cost must fall 
on the petitioning creditor. I consider the case of the British 

a decisive authority for refusing the application. 

The adjudication was accordingly confirmed; and it was inti- 
mated that the matter would be re-argued, on appeal, before 
the Lords Justices. 


DEATH OF THE RIGHT HON. SIR JOHN DODSON. 

The Right Hon. Sir John Dodson expired on Tuesday night, 
at his residence in Seamore-place, Mayfair, after a short illness, 
He was the eldest son of the late Dr. John Dodson, of Hurstpier- 
point, Sussex, and was born in 1780. He married, in 1822, 
Miss Pearson, eldest daughter of George Pearson, M.D. He 
was educated at Oriel College, Oxford, where he graduated B.A, 
in 1801, M.A. in 1804, and D.C.L. in 1808. He was a member 
of the Middle Temple, of which he ultimately became a 
bencher. He was appointed Advocate of the Admirality in 
1829, and Advocate-General in 1834, on which occasion he was 
knighted. On her Majesty’s accession to the throne his patent 
of appointment was renewed. In November, 1841, he was 
appointed Master of the Faculties, and in 1852 Judge of the 
Prerogative Court of Canterbury and Dean of the Arches, 
when he was sworn in as a member of her Majesty’s Privy 
Council. He was formerly M.P. for Rye, from July, 1819, to 
March, 1823. 

In a memorial to Lord Derby, presented by the Association for 
the Improvement and Extension of the Scottish Universities, it 
is asserted, that in the University of Edinburgh at least, from 
its proximity to the supreme courts of law, there ought to be 
a complete national school of jurisprudence, embracing, besides 
the departments of law for which chairs have already been 
instituted, the important subjects of constitutional and inter- 
national law. 

The Chief Justice of the Common Pleas, who has been indis- 
posed, is rather better. ‘The medical attendants advise an 


abstinence from duties for some days. He is suffering from 
bronchitis. 
We understand that Alexander James Johnston, Esq., of the 
Middle Temple, Barrister-at-law, has been appointed puisne 
judge of New Zealand. Mr. Johnston is a member of the 
Northern circuit, and has been for some years one of the repor~ 
ters in the Court of Common Pleas for the Law Journal. 











Recent Berisions in Chancery. 


CopyYHOLDS—ENFRANCHISEMENT—CoPYHOLD Act, 1852— 
Lorp’s Tite. 


Kerr v. Pawson, 6 W. R. 447. 

This case decides a very important and doubtful point on the 
construction of the Copyhold Enfranchisement Act—viz. whe- 
ther the enfranchised tenant can make a good title to the 
lands without producing the lord’s title. Before the Copyhold 
Acts were passed, and even at the present time, when an en- 
franchisement is effected by agreement, without reference to the 
Acts, the title of the enfranchised copyholder depends on that 
of the lord from whom the enfranchisement was obtained. On 
any sale, therefore, it is necessary to prove a title in fee simple 
in the lord. 

The first Copyhold Act—that of 1841 (4 & 5 Vict. c. 35)— 
was directed mainly to what was called manorial commutation 
—viz. a commutation of the uncertain payments and services 
incident to the tenure for a fixed money payment. The prin- 
ciple of the Act was to enable persons representing a certain 
proportion (three-fourths) of the whole tenantry, jointly with a 
lord whose interest should not be less than one-fourth of the 
annual value of the manor, to come to an agreement for com- 
mutation which should bind all persons interested either in the 
manor or the copyholds. The interpretation clause defined a 
lord to be any person who had acted as lord, whether with or 
without title, so that no title was necessary to give validity to 
the commutation except that required by the clause, which said 
that the lord’s interest must be at least one-fourth. Evena 
defect in this respect could not be material after the commuta- 
tion was sanctioned by the commissioners, for they were em- 
powered to investigate the title of the alleged lord; and when 
once their confirmation had been given, the 23rd section enacted 
that the commutation should not be invalidated by reason of any 
doubt as to the sufficiency of the number and interest of the 
parties entering into it. 

Besides these provisions for commutation affecting an entire 
manor, the old Act contained two clauses (the 52nd and 56th), 
by which a lord and any one or more tenants (whatever might 
be their respective interests) might agree either for the com- 
mutation or for the enfranchisement of particular lands; and in 
such cases, if the lord’s interest were less than the fee, the com- 
missioners were to make all necessary inquiries, and give all 
necessary notices to protect the interests in remainder, and were 
to withhold their confirmation until they were satisfied that the 
agreement was not open to objection. 

When, therefore, a commutation or an enfranchisement had 
been once completed under the old Act, it was good, however 
small the interest of the lord might be; and as to manorial 
commutation, at any rate, if not also as to personal commuta- 
tions and enfranchisements, all that was requisite was, that the 
lord should be a person acting in that capacity. 

In this state of the law, the Copyhold Act, 1852 (15 & 16 
Vict. c. 51), was passed and incorporated with the old Act. 
The material enactments were to the effect, that either tenant 
or lord might give notice to the other of his desire to have any 
land enfranchised; that certain proceedings were then to take 
place, for ascertaining the amount to be paid for the enfran- 
chisement; that the enfranchisement was then to be by deed, 
which the lord could be compelled to execute, and was to take 
effect from his execution. ‘The machinery of the old Act was 
altered by prohibiting the commissioners from investigating the 
lord’s title, and the interpretation clause was also changed by 
including in the term lord, for the purposes of the Act, only 
those persons who should have, at least, a life estate, instead of 
any person who acted as lord, whether entitled to do so or not. 
So far it appears pretty clear that the enfranchised tenant 
would not have a good title, unless he could show that the lord 
who enfranchised had, at least, a life estate; and the effect of 
the changes introduced by the new Act would be that, the 
power of investigating the lord's title having been taken away 
from the commissioners, the proceedings would no longer bind 
the interests of the real lord, if not a party to them, and the 
enfranchisement would therefore depend, as it did before either 
Act, on the lord’s title; with only this difference, that, whereas 
a title in fee was necessary at common, law, a life estate 
would now suffice to enable a lord to enfranchise. 

But the Act contained one clause, the 33rd, which has now 
been held to dispense with the proof of the lord’s title alto- 
gether. It enacted that the execution of the enfranchisement 


deed by the commissioners should be conclusive evidence that 
the directions of the Act had been obeyed, and that the deed 
should not afterwards 


be impeached by reason of any omission, 
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mistake, or informality. The question on this was, whether it 
cured only irregularities and informalities, or whether it would 
supply the want of execution by a lord having the requisite 
interest. The Master of the Rolls adopted the larger construc- 
tion, and laid it down, that even if there were no execution of 
the enfranchisement by a lord at all, still, the confirmation of 
the commissioners would make the enfranchisement good. It 
follows, therefore, that in any case of lands enfranchised under 
the Act of 1852, it is unnecessary to prove the lord’s title. 
This involves the curious result that lands may be validly 
enfranchised by strangers to the manor, without any notice to 
the real owners, and that the approval of the commissioners 
is conclusive evidence of the fact of the pretended lord’s title, 
into which they are forbidden to inquire. 


GENERAL COVENANT TO CHARGE COVENANTOR’s LAND— 
Lien. 


Mornington v. Keane, 6 W. R. 434. 


The effect of a covenant to settle or charge, at some future 
time, the covenantor’s lands has been often discussed; and some 
confusion has been introduced into the current of authority on 
the question by the case of Roundell v. Breary (2 Vern. 482), 
which was decided in 1704. According to the report of the 
case, it appears to be an authority for the proposition that a 
general covenant to setile or charge, on a particular day, the 
lands of the covenantor—no particular lands being mentioned 
—constituted a lien on the lands of which he was seised at the 
date of the covenant, unless the covenantor settled or charged 
other lands within the time limited for the performance of the 
covenant. The decision of Wellesley v. Wellesley (10 Sim. 256), 
affirmed on appeal (4 Myl. & Cr. 554), has been supposed to 
be a confirmation of this proposition. The question, however, 
was not properly raised in that case, and, therefore, cannot be 
said to have been decided. But in Mornington v. Keane the 
construction of the covenant which was involved in Wellesley 
v. Wellesley raised the point distinctly. The covenant was, on 
or before a day named, either by a charge on freehold estates, 
to be situate in England or Wales, or by an investment of an 
adequate sum of money to secure an annuity. In Wellesley 
v. Wellesley it was held that the annuitant was entitled to 
specific performance of this covenant, and Lord Cottenham was 
of opinion that, under the circumstances, the covenant amounted 
to a contract to charge the annuity upon such land as the 
covenantor had power to charge on the day named. The 
question in the present case was, whether the covenant created 
a lien or charge on a certain messuage of which the cove- 
nantor was then seised, so as to defeat the claim of sub- 
sequent incumbrancers? ‘The full Court of Appeal held, 
unanimously, that it did not. The grounds of this 
decision were, that such a covenant was only personal; 
that it did not purport to create any charge at the time of its 
execution, but only undertook to do an act which would have 
the effect of creating a charge at a future time; and that it did 
not evidence any intention—by reference to specific lands or 
otherwise—to give a lien to the covenantee. ‘The distinction 
between a covenant to settle certain lands, by specific reference, 
and a covenant to settle land generally, no particular land 
being indicated, is clearly marked in several cases, of which 
Freemoult v. Dedire (1 P. Wms. 429) may be considered the 
leading one. In that case, there was a covenant to settle the 
covenantor’s lands in Romney Marsh, and also lands that 
should be of the value of £60 per annum. The covenantor 
having afterwards by will charged all his estate, real and per- 
sonal, with the payment of his debts, it was decided that the 
covenantee had a specific lien on the lands in Romney Marsh; 
but that there was no lien on any of the covenantor’s lands, in 
respect of the covenant to settle iands of the value of £60 per 
annum. The covenantee was therefore entitled only to come 
in as a speciality creditor for the annuity. Ravenshaw v. Hollier 
(7 Sim. 3), affirmed by Lord Lyndhurst, is precisely to the same 
effect. The law, however, sometimes imputes an intention to 
the covenantor to create a lien on particular lands, even where 
no specific reference is made to them in the covenant, or where 
they do not at the time belong to the covenantor. ‘Thus, where 
the covenant was to purchase and settle land, and the cove- 
nantor purchased land and died seised of it, it was considered 
that the presumption was, in the absence of evidence to the 
contrary, that he purchased the land for the purpose of per- 
forming the covenant. In Deacon vy. Smith (3 Atk. 323)—a 
case constantly cited in arguments upon the point under con- 

ion—the covenant was to “convey and settle” lands of 
the yearly value of £40; the covenantor not being then seised 
of any gon but ph | subsequently purchased land in pos- 
session, other land subject to a life estate; and it was 








there held thatthe land in possession was to be con- 
sidered as having been purchased in part performance of the 
covenant, but that the land not in possession was not to be so 
considered. These distinctions are supposed to be derived from 
indications of the intention of the covenantor; but they ought 
to be taken merely as attempts to get clear of the reported 
decision in Roundell v. Breary, which never, having been over- 
ruled, was treated as good law. In Deacon v. Simith, Lord 
Hardwick points out the distinction between the terms “ settle ” 
used in Roundell v. Breary, and “convey and settle” used in 
Deacon v. Smith; and in Wellesley v. Wellesley Lord Cottenham 
insists upon the importance in Roundell v. Breary of a covenant 
to settle lands upon acertain day, which he thinks was a reason 
for holding that the covenant created alien. In Mornington vy. 
Keane, however, the latter case being the main support of the 
argument in favour of the lien, and Lord Justice Turner having 
some doubts of the accuracy of the report in Vernon, his lord- 
ship referred to the records of the case and the registrar’s books; 
and it turned out, upon investigation, that the case is 
reported, the covenantor having, subsequently to the covenant, 
expressly declared his intention to create a specific lien; and 
the decree in the suit having been taken by consent as the 
result of a compromise. It may, therefore, be now considered 
as clear law, that a general covenant to settle or charge lands 
at a future time does not of itself create a lien on the lands then 
in the possession of the covenantor. 


—_~—_<>—_--— 
Cases at Common Law specially Enteresting to Attorneps- 


Law As TO AccIDENTAL INJURIES—CONTRACTORS AND 
WoRKMEN. 


Assop v. Yates, 2 H. & N. 768. 


In this case it appeared that a contractor had employed a 
mason in the erection of a certain house. * Around the premises 
a hoarding had been raised under the direction of the con- 
tractor, which was not placed to the satisfaction of the mason, 
who alleged that he could not conveniently pass with mortar 
between it and a machine for lifting stones, which had been 
fixed between the hoarding and the building im the course of 
erection. It so happened that a cart driven along the street 
swung against the hoarding, knocked down the machine, and 
hurt the mason, who thereupon commenced an action against 
the contractor. Under these circumstances, the judge directed 
a nonsuit to be entered; but a rule for a new trial was ob- 
tained, on the ground that it was for the jury to say whether the 
cart accidentally knocked down the hoarding by reason of its 
being in a dangerous position; and in support of the plaintiff 
being entitled to a verdict, if the jury had been of opinion that 
it was so placed, a dictum of Lord Denman, in the well-known 
case of Lynch v. Nurdin (1 Q. B. 29) was relied upon, viz. to 
the effect, that if A. negligently leaves something dan s 
in a place where he knows it to be extremely probable B. 
will unjustifiably set it in motion to the injury of C., and C, 
is injured accordingly, an action will lie at his suit against A. 
at all events, and perhaps against B. also. The Court, how- 
ever, replied that in this case C. voluntarily continued at work 
after having complained of the hoarding, and knowing all the 
circumstances. And they further intimated, that in their 
opinion the part which A. had taken in causing the injury to 
C. was too remote to be the foundation of an action. 


THe Law or EvipencE—“ OMNIA PRASUMUNTUR RITE 
ESSE ACTA.” 
Williams v. Eyton, 2 H. & N. 771. 

This case is a useful illustration of a rule of evidence 
which is one of the most important presumptions known to the 
common law, and is usually embodied in the maxim, omnia 
preesumuntur rit? esse acta. In many cases this presumption 
has been recognised in support of the acts even of private per- 
sons—as, for example, where the law presumes the existence of 
a valid consideration for a bill of exchange donec probetur in 
contrarium; but more especially is it applied in reference to 
acts of an official or judicial character. For instance, it has 
been held that where successive decisions are inconsistent with 
a general order of the Court, a reversal of that order ought to 
be presumed (Bohun v. Delessert, 2 Coop. C. P. R. 21, per Lord 
Eldon). So, also, where a parish certificate purported to be 
granted by A., the only churchwarden, and B., the only overseer 
of the parish, the Court (after the lapse of sixty years, during 
which time the appellant parish had submitted to the certifi- 
cate) presumed in its favour that there was, in the parish in 
question, by way of special custom, only one churchwarden, 


and that two overseers as 
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required by law, but that one of them was dead, and his 
vacancy not filled up, at the date of the certificate (R. v. 
Catesby, Inhabitants of, 2 B. & C. 814). And thus, also, in the 
case under discussion, in which the question arose whether an 
ancient public road had been stopped up under an enclosure 
award, and it appeared that for the validity of such award the 
concurrence of two justices should have been first obtained, 
and that the road in point of fact remained stopped up for a 
period of more than thirty years, but no order of justices 
could be produced or proved to have existed, the Court 
held that this link might be supplied by applying the principle 
above referred to, and that the jury were bound to presume 
that everything was done necessary to stop the road effectually. 


Stature or Lriwirations—Avruority oF Estate AGENT 
—TENANCY AT WILL. 
Ley v. Peter, 6 W. R., Exch., 436. 

This was an action of ejectment, brought to recover 
possession of a piece of land, at the trial of which a ver- 
dict was found for the plaintiff, with leave reserved to the 
defendant to move the Court as to the sufficiency of the 
evidence of title adduced by the plaintiff. The plaintiff 
claimed as owner of one undivided third part of the land in 
question. The whole of the land had been originally leased to 
the owner of the other undivided two-thirds, and he (or those 
claiming under him) had continued in possession thereof since 
the expiration of the lease in 1818. Since the expiration of 
this lease no rent had been paid by the defendant; and he now 
disputed the plaintiff's title to recover possession, on the ground 
that his claim was barred by the Statute of Limitations. To 
this the plaintiff answered by offering to put in a letter from 
the land agent of the defendant, dated in 1837, in which he 
said his employer would accept a lease of the one-third, at 
@ fair rack-rent. The Court, however, held, that this was 
not sufficient as an “ acknowledgment of title” on the part 
of the defendant, so as to bar the operation of the statute 
against the plaintiff—as there was no evidence of any express 
authority to the agent to make it, nor could such authority 
be implied from the nature of the employment itself. The 
observations of the Court upon this part of the case are worth 
recollecting :—* Throughout the country, landowners are in the 
habit of employing estate agents and others to receive rents 
and conduct such farming operations as repairing, draining, 
cutting timber, and the like; but such employment would not 
enable such an estate agent, without express authority, to make 
admissions in writing or otherwise as to his employer's title, or 
bind him by admissions to purchase or take a lease of lands of 
another. To hold otherwise would be to place landowners at 
the mercy of persons receiving rents, or agents as they are 
called. Even an attorney, employed in a matter of business, is 
not able to make admissions for his client, except after action 
commenced, and in matters relating to that action.” (Wagstaf’ 
v. Wilson, 4 B. & Ad. 339.) Another answer made to the plain- 
tiff’s claim was, that the letter itself (even supposing it to have 
been written by the authority of the defendant) was not 
sufficient as an acknowledgment of title, because the statute 
(sect. 14) requires such acknowledgment to be signed by the 
person in possession, not by his agent. This, also, was considered 
by the Court to be a sufficient answer on the part of the de- 
fendant. And it was further held, by the majority of the bench, 
that such agent's letter could not be received as evidence of 
any tenancy at will subsisting between the plaintiff and the 
defendant from the time it was sent. Yor (said they) to con- 
stitute a tenancy at will the lessor must be bound as well as 
the lessee, and in this case there was nothing to prevent the 
lessor from treating the defendant as a trespasser, at any time 
from the date of the letter down to the bringing of the action. 

It is to be noticed, however, that Mr. Baron Martin differed 
from the other barons on this point, and considered that, assum- 
ing the letter of the land agent to be evidence aguinst the 
defendant, it supplied evidence of a tenancy at will created 
within twenty years, To constitute such a tenancy (said he) 
all that is necessary is to show occupation or continued pos- 
session with the consent of the landlord, or at the occupier’s 
request, or by his own act; and, in his opinion, the true and 
legitimate conclusion to be drawn from the facts proved was, 
that the defendant continued in possession, with the consent of 
the landlord, until some arrangement was made between them 
a6 to the amount of rent. 


Masrens asd Sexvants Act—Derect 1s WARRANT OF 
COMMITMENT. 


Ez parte Smith, 6 W. %., ixch., 440. 


Geo. 4,c. 34), By the 3rd section of that statute, if any servant 
in husbandry, or any artificer, labourer, or other person, shall 
contract with any person to serve him, and shall not (if such 
contract be in writing, and signed by the parties) enter into 
his service according to such contract, or shall (whether it be in 
writing or not) absent himself from service before the term thereof 
shall have been completed, or shall neglect to fulfil the same, or 
be guilty of any other misconduct or misdemeanour in the ex- 
ecution thereof or otherwise respecting the same, a justice of 
the peace may, on complaint of the employer upon oath, issue 
his warrant for the apprehension of the party charged, and may, 
if it shall appear to such justice that the contract has not been 
fulfilled, or that misconduct or misbehaviour as above specified 
has been committed, commit the offender to the house of cor- 
rection, with hard labour, for a reasonable time, not e i 
three months, and abate a proportionable part of his wages, or 
take such other course as pointed out in the Act. By the 
11 & 12 Vict. c. 43, s. 5, provisions are made for the pro- 
secution of those who aid and abet others in the com- 
mission of such offences as are punishable on summary 
conviction ; and this section enacts that they may be 
proceeded against, either together with the principal offender, 
or before or after his conviction. In the case under dis- 
cussion, the prisoner had been convicted under this last pro- 
vision ; and two warrants of commitment had issued against him, 
the second to supply certain defects which had been discovered 
in the first. It was now contended on his behalf that the de- 
fective warrant of commitment could not be made effectual by 
a second good warrant, though this last was admitted to have 
proceeded from the same magistrates as the first. For this 
proposition, the case of Re Elmy g: Sawyer (1 A. & E. 843) was 
relied upon, but was distinguished by the Court because it did 
not there sufficiently appear (as in the case before them) that 
the same magistrates issued both warrants. 

An attempt was made, in support of the motion in the case 
under discussion, to put in affidavits, to show that no offence 
had been committed within the jurisdiction of the magistrates. 
This was done upon the authority chiefly of Ex parte Baker* 
(5 W. R. 623, 661; S.C. 2 H. & N. 219), in which that course was 
allowed from the anxiety of the Court to interpret the contract 
for themselves, so as to secure the prisoner's liberation in the 
most speedy manner, if it should turn out that the magistrates 
had no jurisdiction; but in the case under discussion, they 
declined to try the question of jurisdiction on affidavits, and 
refused the motion for a habeas corpus, without calling on 
counsel to support the conviction. 


Pas ee peels 
Correspondence. 





DUBLIN.—(from our own Correspondent.) 
TRIBUNALS OF COMMERCE. 

At the monthly meeting of the Statistical Society (founded 
for promotion of the study of statistical and economic science 
and jurisprudence), held on Monday,the 19th, Mr. H. D. Hutton, 
Hon. Sec., stated, that, through the intervention of one of the 
foreign corresponding members of the society, he had been 
enabled to procure from Dr. Versmann, the President or Chief 
Judge of the Hamburg Tribunal of Commerce, an account of 
the history and constitution of that tribunal. This important 
paper he had translated from the original German; and it would 
be found to afford much information on one of the topics at 
present engaging the attention of law reformers, 

Dr. Versmann’s paper stated, that a tribunal of commerce—the 
first of its kind in Germany—had been founded during the 
period of the French domination, Afterwards, in the year 1816, 
the tribunal was reconstructed, and important changes were 
introduced. Since then it had continued on the same plan, 
without material alteration. This tribunal (which differs in 
many particulars from the French tribunals of commerce) con- 
sists of a president and vice-president, who are both lawyers, 
and of some commercial judges. ‘The arrangement always is, 
that one of the legal, and two of the mercantile members of 
the Court, sit together for two days in every week throughout 
the year for the despatch of business. ‘The mercantile judges 
are elected from among the merchants of Mamburg, for a term 
of five years; they are, however, eligible for re-clection; and 
any of them who exhibit peculiar aptitude for judicial business 
may expect to be re-clected, The lawyers are appointed for 
life, and are paid. ‘The mercantile judges are not paid; but 
the distinction of being elected to so honourable an office is so 
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highly valued, that there is never the slightest difficulty in pro- 
curing suitable men. Where collisions at sea, or other purely 
maritime questions are involved, the Court is in the habit of 
obtaining also the assistance of two ship captains. Suitors in 
this court are at liberty to conduct their own causes; but, in 
point of fact, legal assistance is procured in all but the very 
simplest cases. After a cause is heard, the three judges (whose 
power is co-ordinate) proceed to give their decision; or ina 
complicated case, the chief judge takes the papers for consider- 
ation before the next sitting of the Court; and a power is fre- 
quently exercised of calling in the parties in the meantime, to 
give further evidence. The suitors seldom avail themselves of 
the right of appeal to the superior court of law. Besides 
the business transacted by the three sitting members of this 
court every week, a large amount of business is disposed 
of in the offices, where certain officials are charged with 
the administration and winding-up of bankrupt’s estates, a 
jurisdiction which is found very salutary, and is largely 
made use of. After the experience of forty years, the legal 
and commercial elements in this tribunal are found to har- 
monise, and to work together most satisfactorily. The mer- 
cantile judges being perfectly familiar with the class of trans- 
actions out of which disputed questions arise, generally com- 
prehend at once the nature of the points at issue, and quickly 
arrive at a solution of the difficulty; while the legal judge 
applies those principles of law with which he is especially con- 
versant, to the facts before him; and it is important to state 
that, in the majority of cases, they all arrive at the same result, 
though by different paths. The decisions are in the majority 
of instances unanimous; and in those instances in which 
unanimity is not arrived at, the legal judge is as frequently 
associated with one of the others, as he is found standing alone 
in his opinion; thus falsifying the predictions of many 
(uttered when the Court was originated) that the lawyer would 
usually be found opposed to the two mercantile judges. 

It appears, from old journals and other publications, that, 
when the Court was established, objections were raised against 
it similar to those which we find now urged against tribunals 
of commerce. Those objections are, however, urged no longer, 
for all classes of the community highly value this tribunal. So 
satisfactory have been its operations, that an exact counterpart 
of it has been established at Bremen; and from what has lately 
transpired, it seems probable that the other chief towns of 
Germany will speedily follow the example of Hamburg and 
Bremen. 

In the course of the discussion which followed, various 
opinions were expressed as to the desirableness of instituting 
tribunals of commerce in this country. Mr. Lawson, Q. C., 
said, that, from what had been learned from Dr. Versmann’s 
paper, his Court was a step in the right direction. The mixture 
of the legal and commercial element was recognised in our 
jurisprudence, by placing a judge on the bench who had to 
decide questions of law, and a jury near him who had to deal 
with the facts. In the Hamburg tribunal the judge would, 
however, derive far more assistance from his colleagues or 
assessors, than a British judge would from any jury. A judge 
and jury formed a most unfit tribunal before which to bring 
accounts; or mercantile questions. A record might involve fifty 
separate items or questions, all of which, under a proper 
system, should be put seriatim to the jury. At present the 
plaintiff made out his case on all the items; then followed long 
speeches, each dealing with the entire case; then a long summing 
up by the judge; and the jury were dismissed to consider a 
mass of questions, which, at that stage, were generally beyond 
clear comprehension. ‘lhe result ended generally in a kind of 
compromise in the jury-room, some points being found for the 

laintiff and others for the defendant. This might be rongh 
justice; but it certainly was not the perfection of judicature, 
nor such a decision as a jury might arrive at were the separate 
consideration of each item allowed by our law. Arbitrations, 
as at present conducted, were frequently unsatisfactory; but the 
arbitration principle might be well adopted and improved on, 
were the judge to call in, instead of a jury, two assessors of the 
business or profession conversant with the matter in dispute. 
A tribunal of the kind which had been described might be found 
very useful in dealing with bankrupt and insolvent cases, as to 
which the law was now in a most defective and unsatisfactory 
state, 

_ Mr. Commissioner Longfield expressed his concurrence in the 
views of Mr. Lawson. Mercantile cases, instead of being dis- 
posed of on their mevits, frequently went off on mere points of 
form. The form taken by the pleadings was sometimes all im- 
portant to the result, Porhaps, in such a case, the jury often 

the question in dispute, and were willing to decide 





it properly; but the judge directed them not to consider that at 
all, but to find a verdict in a particular way, apart from the real 
merits; or the judge put an end to the matter without reference 
to the jury. Some judges were apt to treat a jury with very 
little respect or consideration, and the best judges exercised so 
much power over the jury that the latter was of comparatively 
little use. In the Hamburg tribunal the mercantile element 
was co-ordinate with the legal; and he (Commissioner Long- 
field) considered that a tribunal so constituted would be of 
great advantage to the public. 


MAGISTRATES’ CLERKS. 
To the Editor of Tue Soxicrrors’ JournaL & REPORTER. 


Str,—I do not wish to find fault for the sake of being med= 
dlesome, but I am anxious to have your opinion, and the 
opinion of any of your readers who will favour me with it, 
whether it is fair, in cases heard before justices of the peace, 
that their clerk should retire with the magistrates, after the 
case has been heard, to assist them in coming to a determin- 
ation. 

Is it not right that the advocates on both sides should hear 
what the clerk has to say in the matter? May the clerk not 
advocate the cause of one side in such a secret way of doi 
business? One of the parties may be his client. I hold that 
whatever the clerk has to say to the magistrates, he should 
state it publicly and honestly before the Court and the publie. 
However honest he may happen to be, I think that he not only 
ought to be unsuspected, but beyond the shafts of suspicion — 
Your's obediently, Joun THOMPSON. 

Egremont, Cumberland, April 27, 1858. 


THE PROBATE OFFICE. 
To the Editor of Tue Soxicitors’ Journat & REPORTER. 

Sir,—If the examiners at the Probate Office are not allowed 
to correct any clerical error in an engrossment, I am afraid 
great inconvenience must arise, and will eventually be felt by 
the public. 

Surely an engrossment of a probate, with the word “ fourth ” 
written in it, which on examination is found should have been 
put thus—“4”—should not be allowed to remain a period of 
four days (the usual time for applying for probate after leaving 
your papers) without being altered and forwarded on, and thus 
let the party applying for his probate, which he believes to be 
ready, for the first time know that his papers remain just @s, 
and where, he left them, with the exception that they have been 
“ examined ” but not “ corrected.” 

I can understand that the authorities may well refuse to in- 
troduce a whole line into an engrossment; but, surely, they should 
have some “correcting” as well as examining powers, as most 
wills and engrossments are carefully prepared before left, and, 
should a clerical error creep in (not unlikely, even with the 
best of examiners), it should not delay the papers in every 
case.—Yours obediently, E..C. 

a el 


Professional Entelligence. 


METROPOLITAN AND PROVINCIAL LAW 
ASSOCIATION. 

The following memorial has been presented by the Mi i 
Committee to the Lord Chancellor, cn the subject of the loss of 
papers at the Chancery offices ;— 

To the Right Hon. the Lord High Chancellor. The humble 
memorial of the managing committee of the Metropolitan 
and Provincial Law Association, 

Showeth,—That it is with much concern your memorialists 
have to communicate to your Lordship the fact that many briefs, 
orders, and other valuable documents have been recently stolen 
from the Registrars’ and Accountant-General’s offices of the 
Court of Chancery, 

Your memorialists have called a meeting of several of the 
solicitors who have lost papers, and they concur with your 
memorialists in submitting to your Lordship that it is a matter 
of immediate and pressing necessity that measures should be 
taken*for the safe custody of papers left in these affices, 

The grievance complained of is, no doubt, attributable to the 
insufficiency of the accommodation in the offices, and to the 
defective and inefliciont arrangements for the custody of papers, 
and for conducting the business of those offices. 

The Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association is com- 
posed of upwards of 900 attorneys and solicitors practising in 














544 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. May 1, 1858, 








England and Wales, and one of its leading objects is to promote 
measures of reform in the administration of the law, whereby 
the business of suitors may be conducted with greater facility, 
regularity, and expedition. 

Your memorialists beg respectfully to submit for your Lord- 
ship's consideration ‘some suggestions for improved arrange- 
ments in those offices, with the machinery of which they are 
necessarily familiar. 

Much delay and inconvenience in the Registrars’ office might, 
it is submitted, be avoided by the appointment of assistant 
clerks (not qualified to become registrars), at small salaries, 
who should have charge of the papers and documents of suitors 
temporarily left for the purpose of aiding in the drawing up of 
decrees and orders. It should be their duty to take in and 
deliver out all such papers, and to attend to the routine of the 
office, so that the principal clerks might give their whole atten- 
tion to more important duties. 

This suggestion of your memorialists is supported by a 
recommendation contained in the Third Report of her Majesty's 
Commissioners for inquiring into the process, practice, and sys- 
tem of pleading in the Court of Chancery, p. 13. 

The business of the Registrars’ office would also be much 
facilitated if a general order were made for compelling the de- 
livery to the registrars of the briefs of all parties within a 
limited time after the hearing of a cause. 


In the returns annexed to the Third Report before mentioned, 
it appears that between the year 1841, when the last material 
increase was made in the staff of the Registrars’ office, and the 
year 1854, the number of matters disposed of by the Court had 
increased from 7,325 to 10,141. It has continued still further 
to increase, the numbers in 1857 having been 10,639. 

Your memorialists submit that such increase necessarily in- 
volves a corresponding increase in the staff of the office, and in the 
accommodation required for the transaction of the business. 

There is not any accommodation whatever for solicitors who 
attend at the Registrars’ office to settle minutes of decree and 
orders, though they require much care and attention; and your 
memorialists suggest, that, if a room were provided, and fitted 
up for the accommodation of solicitors, the despatch of business 
would be greatly facilitated. 

The building formerly used by the late Masters of the 
court for their offices would be amply sufficient for the busi- 
ness of the Registrars’ office, and would afford all other accom- 
modation required. 

One part of such building is used for the Patent Office, a 
rental of £490 only being paid to the suitors’ fund in respect 
thereof. The whole of the building would be quite inadequte 
for the Patent Office, and largely increased accommodation is 
required. 

The loss of original papers in the Accountant-General’s office 
is, from the practice in that office of requiring the same order 
always to be produced, a serious misfortune to the suitor, and 
your memorialists submit that the system which now prevails 
in the Accountant-General’s office in making payments under 
erders of the Court might be much simplified and improved. 

The necessity which now exists for the production to the 
Accountant-General, and afterwards to the Registrar, of the 
original order, on every occasion of obtaining a cheque, and 
the registrar's signature to it, especially when there is a great 
pressure of business, and the time is limited, is attended with 
much unnecessary difficulty, risk, delay, and expense. 

Some inconvenience has been removed by the abolition of the 
office of the Clerk of Accounts; but no other effectual improve- 
ment in this department has been made since the Accountant- 
General's office was established. 

Your memorialsts submit that every suitor ought to be 
enabled to obtain his money without having to depend upon 
the production of a document by some other person over whom 
he has no control, and that some plan might be adopted where- 
by the document which authorises the drawing of a cheque 
might remain in the custody of the officer of the court. 

An arrangement might be made similar to the one in the 
Court of Bankruptcy, whereby the suitor could receive his 

at the same place where he obtains his cheque, and that 
this might be effected by giving the management of the paying 
department to the Bank of England, and by the establishment 
of a branch of the Bank of England near the Chancery offices. 

Your memorialists pray that your Lordship will take these 
grievances into your consideration, and will grant such relief 
a6 to your Lordship shall seem meet. 

And your memorialists will ever pray, &. 





JUSTICES’ CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 

The annual meeting of this society was held on Wednesday, 
the 21st ult., at the Law Institution, the members present being 
as follow; viz. Mr. Lowe, of St. Albans (in the chair); Messrs, 
Upperton (Brighton), Blagg (St. Albans), Hearn (Isle of Wight), 
Furley (Ashford), Hart (Reigate), Tootell (Edgeware), Drum- 
mond (Croydon), Bosworth (Westerham), Melmoth (Sherborne), 
Patterson (Southampton), Harris (Barnet), Ware (Southwark), 
Lane (Stratford on Avon), Tibbits (Warwick), Lawrance (Ips- 
wich), Patchett (Nottingham), Merriman (Clapham), I’ Anson 
(Wakefield), Bradley (Huddersfield), and Charles Augustin 
Smith (Greenwich), secretary. 

The accounts for the last year, duly certified by the auditors 
having been examined and approved, the chairman, committee, 
and officers for the current year appointed, and the ordinary 
business of the annual meeting transacted, the committee 
reported that they had, on Tuesday last, waited by appoint- 
ment as a deputation upon the Right Hon. Mr. Secretary Wal- 
pole, at the Home Office, on the subject of the proposed estab- 
lishment of a small fixed sum in lieu of fees in cases under the 
Juvenile Offenders and Criminal Justice Acts, and as to the 
new scale of allowances to prosecutors, witnesses, and others, 
in criminal prosecutions, That they pointed out the inadequacy 
of the fee of 14s. per case which had been fixed by the Govern- 
ment in some counties, and the unfairness to the clerks of 
reducing to that low standard their just claim for fees, which, 
according to the established county tables, amount on an average 
to about 21s., and in some instances range as high as 50s. per 
case; such reduction being made in carrying out the measure of 
transferring the jurisdiction in petty larcenies from the assizes 
and sessions to the justices in petty sessions, whereby (even 
with a liberal scale of fees) a saving to the country will be 
effected of £7 or £8 in each case. 


That the committee urged upon the Home Secretary the 
society’s views, that the existing county tables should remain in 
force in these as in other cases of the exercise of the summary 
jurisdiction, but that if a fixed sum per case be deemed prefer- 
able, such sum should not be less than 20s. 

That the committee also represented the inadequacy and in- 
equality of the new scale promulgated by the late Government, 
establishing the rate of allowances to prosecutors, witnesses, 
and others engaged in criminal prosecutions, and the probable 
injurious effect of the measure in deterring parties from exert- 
ing themselves to detect and punish crime, and suggested the 
substitution of a scale generally in accordance with the recom- 
mendations of the Incorporated Law Society and Metropolitan 
and Provincial Law Association. 


That the Home Secretary received the deputation with great 
courtesy, and listened attentively to their representations. 

The committee further reported that they were in communi- 
cation with the justices’ clerks throughout the kingdom on these 
subjects, and were receiving daily valuable information and 
suggestions through such channel, and that,in connection there- 
with, the important question of the expediency of substituting 
a salary for fees in respect of some, if not of all, the items of 
the clerks’ duties, was occupying the attention of the com- 
mittee, the general opinion inclining in fayour of such substi- 
tution. 

The meeting approved of the course taken by the committee; 
and the secretary having reported the introduction of several 
new members during the past year, the proceedings were con- 
cluded by the members dining together. 





ADMISSION OF SOLICITORS. 
Easter TERM, 1858. 

The Master of the Rolls has appointed Saturday, the 8th 
day of May, 1858, at the Rolls Court, Chancery-lane, at four 
in the afternoon, for swearing solicitors. 

Every person desirous of being sworn on the above day must 
leave his common-law admission, or his certificate of _—_ 
for the current year, at the secretary’s office, Rolls-yard, 
Chancery-lane, on or before Friday the 7th May, 1858. 





ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 
Easter TERM, 1858. 
The following days have been appointed for the admission of 
attorneys in the Court of Queen’s Bench :— 


Friday, 7th May. | Saturday, 8th May. 
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Questions at the Cramination. 


EASTER TERM, 1858. 
I, PRELIMINARY. 

1. Where, and with whom, did you serve your clerkship ? 

2. State the particulary branch or branches of the law to 
which youhave principally applied yourself during your clerk- 
ship ? 

8. Mention some of the principal law books which you have 
read and studied. 

4, Have you attended any, and what, law lectures ? 


Il. Common ayy Stature Law anp PRACTICE OF THE 
Courts, 

5. What is the meaning of a local and of a transitory action? 
And what actions are local and what transitory ? 

6. Can an infant bring an action, and how must he sue ? 

7. If there be two joint obligors in a bond, and one die leay- 
ing executors, against whom must the action be brought? 

8. In what form: must a promise by one person to pay the 
debt of another be made so as to be valid? 

9. What is -the main difference between an action of Trover 
and an action of Detinue ? 

10. Will an action of debt lie upon a mortgage-deed in which 
there is a covenant to pay principal and interest on a day which 
is past? 

11. What is ‘the difference between a specialty debt and a 
simple contract debt? 

12. At the end of what periods respectively are such debts 
barred by the Statutes of Limitations? 

13. Jones and Wilkinson bring an action against Bennett to 
recover £100 due from him to them jointly. Wilkinson alone 
owes Bennett £50. Can Bennett set-off this £50 in the action 
against him? and if not, why not? 

14. Where a deed or other writter instrument has an attest- 
ing witness, in what cases is it now necessary to cull the attest- 
ing witness in order to prove the ex 





récuiion.' 

15. Should matter of defence arise after plea and before ver- 
dict, can a defendant avail himself of it? and if so, how, and 
in what manner? 

16. If you have written documents which you desire to give 
in evidence in a cause, what step must you take to entitle your- 
self to the costs of proving them? 

17. Where a verdict has been set aside and a new trial 
ordered, and previously to the first trial the usual notice to 
inspect and admit documents has been given and adiiissions 
made under it, is it necessary to give a fresh notice or to obtain 
fresh admissions of the .same documents upon the second trial? 

18. Can a plaintiff. in a superior court be nonsuited against 
his wili? =And.in what respect is his situation better by being 
nonsuited than by having a verdict entered for the defendant? 

19. Is a tender good if clogged with any, and what, condi- 
tions? 








Ill, CONVEYANCING. 
20. What is necessary-to enable a-married woman to convey 
her interest in real estate? 
21. Can a trustee give a power of attorney to another person 
to act for him in the trust ? and give a reason for your answer. 





22. Is there any, and what, case, where, if a legatee dies in 
the testator’s lifetime, the legacy does not lapse ? 

23. If a person who is illegitimate dies intestate leaving no | 
legitimate issue, who becomes entitled to any real or perzonal | 
estate of which he may die possessed ? 

24. Who is the protector of a settlement ? 

25. In qase the person who would otherwise be protector is a 
lunatic, idiot, or of unsound mind, whe is then the protector ? 

26. If entailed property is disposed of by a deed executed 
by the tenant in tail, but not by the protector of the settlement, 
what is the effect of such deed ? 

27. If a person dies intestate and possessed of real and per- 
sonal estate leaving a son, and two danghters the issue of an 
elder son, surviving—who becomes possessed of’ his real and 
personal estate ? 

28. If such person leave an eldest son, and a son and 
daughter, the issue of a younger son deceased, who then be- 


comes entitled thereto ? » 


29. A. appoints B, his executor; b. dies intestate. How must 
& representative to A. be obtained ? 
30. A person, in whom a term of years is vested, assigns it 
to the tenant for life; what is the effect upon the term ? 
_ 81.: In what case can a settlement made after marriage wpon | 
& wife and childrenbeset aside? ; 








32. If a person makes his will and afterwards marries, what 
effect has the marriage upon the will? 
_ 33. If a person, who is tenant for life of property under a 
will, dies before all the instalments of suecession-duty are paid, 
what is the effect with regard to the unpaid instalments, and 
what the effect where the person who is entitled to the fee 
simple dies before all the instalments are paid? 

34. In a settlement of real and personal estate, what powers 
would you recommend to be given to the trustees with regard 
to each kind of property? 


IV. Equity anp Practice oF THE COURTS. 

35. State the several proceedings which may be adopted by.a 
creditor who finds it necessary to resort to a court of equity to 
enforce the payment of a debt due from his deceased debtor, and 
the usual stages of such proceedings. 

36. In moving for a special injunction before answer, what is 
required onthe plaintiff's part, and state the course of pro- 
ceeding. 

37. State the several stages of appeal in proceedings in courts 
of equity from decisions of the chief clerks upwards to the House 
of Lords, and whether any, and what, measures may be taken 
to lessen the number of those stages. 

38. State the course of proceeding for compelling the -pro- 
duction (for the purpose of inspection) of documents in 
defendant's possession, which are considered material to the 
plaintiff’s case, and the earliest time when such proceedingsmay 
be taken. 

39. Can a married woman bind herself by contract in equity, 
in any and what case? 

40. A father refuses to allow the mother access to their 
infant children; will a court of equity interfere on her behalf, 
and whether in exercise of its own jurisdiction or of - autho- 
rity given by statute? 

41. A.contracts for the sale of an estate to B., and refuses to 
fulfil the contract. State the remedies which B, has. at.law 
and in equity, explaining the difference between them and the 
principles upon which the remedy afforded by a court of equity 
is founded. 

42, Your client buys an estate: on the investigation of the 
title it appears that the vendor cannot make a good title to a 
small field detached from the rest of the property, and not.of 
any material consequence to your client, who, however, wishes 
to be off his bargain; will a court of equity compel him to fulfil 
his contract, and upon what terms? 

43. At the time of marriage a wife is entitled to's beneficial 
lease for years, and she outlives her husband. Can the husband 
sell the lease during the coverture without her consent, and if 
it is not sold, to whom will it belong on the death of the 
wife? 

44. A lessee of a farm is under covenant not to plough up 
meadow land, or to remove hay or straw off the farm; 
lessee takes steps which indicate the intention tg plough up 
meadow, or to remove hay or straw; what remedy, if any, has 
the lessor in equity ? 

45. On the otier of the late East Indian loan, A. tendered, in 
writing, to take £100,000 at 102 per cent., and the. company, in 
writing, accepted the tender, but A. refused to complete the 
bargain. Will a court of equity enforce the fulfilment of the 
contract? State the reason for your answer. 

46. A. lends money to B, on a deposit of title deeds, and an 
agreement to execute a mortgage with power of sale; B. fails to 
pay the money or to execute the mortgage, and A. wishes to 
sell the property; can he sell under the power before the mort, 
gage has been executed? 

47. Will a court of equity decree the specific performance of 
a covenant to invest money in lands, and to settle them in a 
particular manner? 

48. State the nature of a wiie's equity to. a settlement—the 
cases in which it arises, and the manner in which it is enforced, 

49. ‘The 5th volume of Macaulay's “ History of England” 
is published during the long vacation, after the Courts have 
risen. A bookseller pnilishes a pirated edition; the owner. of 
the copyright seeks your advice on his remedy, State the 
course which you would advise him to adopt, so far as-the in- 
jury is remediable in equity; the proceeding, step. by: step, for 
obtaining such a remedy; and the time within which it cam be 
obtained, 

V. Bankruptcy AND PRACTICE OF THE CouRTS. 

50. What classes of persons are liable to be made bankrupts, 
and can obtain the benctit of the laws made for their relief ? 

51. What are the special circumstances necessary to bring ap 
attorney or solicitor within the action and-relief of the; bank~ 
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ruptcy laws, and state any peculiar acts of misconduct which 
would preclude from the relief to which, under ordinary cir- 
cumstances, he might look. 

52. Define shortly the principal acts of bankruptcy necessary 
to support a fiat. 

53. Can an insolvent trader cause himself to be made a 
bankrupt ? and if so, what is the usual course taken for that 
object ? 

% State briefly the steps by which a fiat in bankruptcy is 
datieed under ordinary circumstances, and particularly the 
necessary qualification of the petitioning creditor. 

55. How and at what meetings are debts proved, and how do 
corporations and public companies (distinguishing chartered 
from other companies) prove their debts ? 

56. Have any, and what, classes of debts or creditors priority 
of claim on a bankrupt’s estate ? 

57. A bankrupt being lessee of premises which his assignees 
consider of no value, what steps should be taken by the as- 
signees to relieve the estate of the bankrupt from such lease;— 
by the bankrupt, to relieve himself from future personal lia- 
bility under such lease;—and on the part of the iandlord, to 
secure his rights up to recovery or receipt of possession. 

58. Are the creditors of a bankrupt entitled under any, and 
what, circumstances, to any property to which a bankrupt may 
become entitled after his bankruptcy, and before or after certi- 
ficate? 

59. State under what circumstances a settlement made by 
a trader before bankruptcy would be valid, and under what 
void ? 

60. Does the law make any distinction between the bank- 
rupt’s own property settled on himself for life, and the property 
of his wife settled on him until bankruptcy or insolvency? 

61. State shortly the nature and object of the certificate, the 
method of obtaining it, some of the chief grounds on which its 
allowm<e may be opposed, and what acts (if any) would render 
a certificate void? 

62. To what notice of an adjudication of bankruptcy is a 
trader entitled, and within what time may such adjudication be 
disputed ,by him? 

63. # trader havi ring heen wrongfully made bankrupt, — 
state [s remedy against the person by whom the fiat was sued 
out. 

64. Towhat tribunal does an appeal lic in cases of bankruptcy, 
and state shortly the course of proceeding by appeal. 


VL Cruomxat Law anp PROCEEDINGS BEFORE MAGIs- 
TRATES. 


65. How many kinds of sessions of the peace are there? 
And what are the times for holding quarter sessions of the 


peace? 

66. What change has lately been made in the summary 
jurisdiction of magistrates in petty sessions in cases of larceny? 

67. Is there any appeal from the determination of magis- 
trates in petty sessions ? and if yes, to what tribunal ? and 
what steps must be taken by the appellant ? 

68. What is the legal number, and what are the functions 
and powers of a grand jury? And what alteration has lately 
been made in administering the oath to witnesses who appear 
before them ? 

69. What is the prosecutor's and what the prisoner's right of 
challenge in felonies and misdemeanours ? 

70. State when a private person may arrest another, and 
under what circumstances, and how far he may use force in re- 
sisting crime or in arresting the person who is committing it? 

71. Describe the duty of an attorney for a prosecution in 

ing a brief for counsel. 

72. Is the finder of lost goods who appropriates them to his 
own use guilty of an indictable offence? If yes, in what cases ? 

73. What evidence is necessary to convict a receiver of stolen 
goods, where the thief has been already convicted ? 

74. What is the difference between housebreaking and burg- 
lary, manslaughter and murder, wounding with a felonious 
intent and unlawfully wounding; and upon what indictment 
can a person be convicted of unlawfully wounding ? 

75. What evidence is required in support of a prosecution for 
perjury ? and why ? 

76. Define conspiracy. 

77. What are accessories before the fact, and how has the 
= r ting them been recently altered ? 

tt f a person is indicted at sessions for housebreaking, and 
on its appearing that the offence amounted to burglary the 
Court direct an acquittal, and order him to be indicted at the 
paper he Pe ars is the plea of autrefojs acquit a good plea 
to 





79. If A. in London consigns goods to B. in Liverpool, and 
deliver them to C., a carrier, to be conveyed by him to B., and 
the goods are stolen on the way, in what county or counties 
would y pine the venue in an indictment for the larceny, and 
in which of the three persons could the property in the goods 
be alleged to be ? 





in 
> 


Parliamentary Proceedings. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, April 22. 
REGISTRATION OF PARTNERSHIPS. 

Lord Gopenicn, in moving for leave to bring in a Bill to pro- 
vide for the general registration of partnerships, said—The 
question of the general registration of partnerships had engaged 
the attention of commercial persons for some time past; and in 
1856 the Commercial Association of Manchester, in concert 
with the Law Association of that city, prepared the heads of a 
measure for this purpose, which were submitted to the confer- 
ence held in London in the commencement of 1857 on the 
subject of mercantile law. A resolution was passed at that 
conference, that a measure of this description was desirable. 
That proposal was subsequently sanctioned at the meeting of 
the Association for the Advancement of Social Science; and a 
large number of chambers of commerce and other commercial 
associations had since passed resolutions favourable to it. The 
Bill merely required that all persons engaged in any partner- 
ship, all persons who entered into trade under the style of any 
company which did not come within the provisions of the 
Joint-Stock Companies Act, all those who were trading in any 
other than their individual names, should be required to supply 
the public with exact information as to who and what they were, 
Great difficulties very often existed, when you had to transact 
business with a firm or company, in ascertaining who were the 
persons with whom you had to deal. It often happened that 
the name of a firm was retained, whereas the names of those 
who now carried it on did not appear. There were cases in 
which a single individual traded in the name of a company; 
while, again, a man might belong to several concerns, though 
his name appeared ostensibly in but one, and he thus obtained a 
credit which people, perhaps, would not give him if they knew 
that he had so many irons in the fire. This uncertainty 
opened a wide door to fraud and entailed great injury on the 
public. The measure he proposed would, he believed, supply a 
remedy for some of the frauds which had of late cast such se be 
credit upon our commercial character. It required that every 
person engaged in a partnership or company which did not come 
within the provisions of the Joint-Stock Companies Act should 
register the names of the partners and the places of business at 
which they carried on their occupations. To this alee 
however, he made an exception in the case of persons 
banking, whom he exempted because they were already per to 
to be registered, and because there was already applied to them 
the principle which he desired now to extend. For the ac- 
complishment of the object thus 2S mtn. he did not ask the 
House to establish any new machinery, or appoint any fresh 
officers with large salaries. He proposed that the ei 5 
tendent registrars—who existed in almost every pocr law union 
throughout the country—should be charged with the new duty. 
He also provided that copies of the registers should be sent up 
to the office of the Registrar-Geheral in London, so that in 
London there would be a central registry for partnerships. He 
proposed to enforce obedience to the provisions of the measure 
in two ways:—In the first place, it would be provided in the Bill 
that firms which did not comply with its provisions should not 
have the right to sue; and in the next place it would be provided 
that the registrars should have the power to call upon 
to register themselves, or to show cause why they should not do 
so, and that if they disobey ed that call two justices should have 
the power to inflict upon them a limited penalty. He trusted 
that those means would be found sufficient to carry out the pro- 
visions of his Bill, which he could not thi ink were of a 
vexatious character, becouse all he asked was that persons who 
engaged in a certain kind of partnerships should once for all 
register their names, and that they showld re-register them 
upon any change, but not otherwise, paying a small fee upon 
registration for the purpose of covering the expense of carrying 
out the Act. The Bill did not touch the question of the liabi- 
lity of partners. He had no clause which rendered a man 
legally liable as a partner pap aged he was ne ie Of 
course, the fact of having been so registered mi 
ethos it ho sat 0 enear aera eaeliine 
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that evidence would have upon a court of justice he did not 
propose to interfere with the legal question of the liability of 


Mr. TuRNER seconded the motion. The lawyers considered 
the measure necessary in order to enable them to ascertain who 
were the acting partvers in firms; while the commercial com- 
munity believed it’ to be for their interest that they should have 
an accurate knowledge of those persons with whom they were 


Mr. HENLEY, in agreeing, on the part of the Government, to 
the introduction of the Bill, reserved to himself full power to 
take whatever course might seem best for the interest of the 

ial community. 

Leave was then given to introduce the Bill. 


CHANCERY AMENDMENT BILL, 


Upon the motion for the second reading, 
Sir R. BeTHELL said, he thought the Bill was open to cer- 
tain amendments as to proceedings with respect. to assessing 


The Sorictror-GENERAL proposed to take the second read- 
ing now, and afterwards to go into committee pro forma, with a 
view to the introduction of certain amendments which had 


been s 
The Bill was then read a second time. 


Court or Divorce. 


Mr. Ayrton asked the Attorney-General whether it was 
the intention of the Government to introduce a Bill to facilitate 
the taking of affidavits in the Court of Divorce and Matrimo- 
nial Causes, and to correct errors made in this and some other 
points in the statute of last session? 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL would communicate with the 
judge of the Court of Divorce on the subject alluded to; when 
he had procured the necessary information, he would take steps 
to put an end to the difficulties which now impeded the proper 
administration of justice in this court. 


Tuesday, April 27. 
ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE. 


Mr. M‘Manon, in moving for a select committee to inquire 
into this subject, stated that, while there were sixteen sittings in 
London and Middlesex in the course of the year at which 
causes might be tried, there were only two in such counties as 
Stafford, Gloucester, and Lancashire, and that all the great pro- 
vincial towns -were now placed in exactly the same position 
with respect to the administration of justice in which they had 
stood before the passing of the Reform Bill in relation to political 
Tepresentation. It was a fact, that a person residing at the 
Middlesex side of Westminster-bridge was afforded an oppor- 
tunity of having an inquiry instituted into a question of injury 
done to his property sixteen times in the year, and a person 
living upon the. Surrey side only twice. So great, indeed, had 
the grievance arising from the present system been found to be, 
that various remedies for it had been devised—among others the 
establishment of county courts, which had, however, failed to 
give that amount of satisfaction which the country was entitled 
i gray The establishment of a winter assizes had also been 
found to be but a very partial remedy; and the committee 
which had reported last year upon the subject of judicial 
business had stated that the true remedy was to be found in a 
measure giving the same facilities for bringing on cases for trial 
inthe country asin London. The law societies too of Manchester, 
Hull, Plymouth, and Liverpool, had all expressed themselves 
strongly in favour of having three assizes in the year; and the 
only law societies he believed which had not approved that pro- 
position were those of Devon and Exeter. He was of opinion 
that no great additional expense would result from the increase 
in the number of assizes, inasmuch as it would be unnecessary 
to appoint in consequence additional judges; nor would the 
adoption of that course involve a novel principle, inasmuch as 
the Great Charter, which had been oe in the reign of King 
John, provided that writs of assize should be issued four times 
in the year; while in the reign of King Edward I. it had been 
expressly enacted that assizes should be held annually three 
times, Another point was the great distances which persons 
now had to travel in order to reach their assize towns. 
To meet. that inconvenience a suggestion had been made to 
Sots iy 0 That = had already been adopted in 

Lancashire, which now possessed two assize towns, 
andaf further division had been proposed, in order that Manches- 
ter business might be disposed of upon the spot. If that pro- 


were carried out, it was estimated that the cost of 
courts, even to the extent of £50,000, would be saved 








in one year. Then, again, the great county of York had but 
one assize town, and the inhabitants of the West Riding were 
compelled to go to York to dispose of their law business. Out 
of the 1,325,000 inhabitants of the West Riding only 72,000 
were nearer to York than to Wakefield, which had been 
suggested as an assize town, and 736,000 were more than 
thirty miles, some fifty-five miles from York. There were 
other counties, Warwickshire and Staffordshire for instance, 
which required division; and altogether the subject was one 
which was entitled to consideration. He moved for a select 
committee to inquire into the expediency of further improving 
the administration of justice by increasing the number of assizes 
and assize towns for civil and criminal business in the several 
counties of England and Wales. 

Mr. HapFIexp seconded the motion. 

Mr. WatPo.e said—Mr. M‘Mahon had called their attention 
tothe report of the common law (judicial business) commissioners 
appointed by her Majesty. The House would see from the directions 
given to the commission that the ingiury which they instituted 
was more extensive than that now proposed, and he doubted 
very much whether the report of a committee of the House of 
Commons would carry with it greater weight than the 
recommendations of the Royal Commissioners. As, then, the 
inquiry by the commissioners had been of the most extensive 
character, and been conducted by men of the greatest know- 
ledge and experience, was it likely that the House could obtain, 
through the medium of a committee, any further information to 
enable them to deal with this subject? The object of the 
motion being to increase the number of assizes for civil and 
criminal business in the several counties of England Wales, he 
(Mr. Walpole) was confident that that could only be obtained 
by a large increase of the judicial staff, and he wished the 
House to consider what would be the consequences. If they 
were to have more assizes for the transaction of civil and 
criminal business, they would greatly curtail the important 
business which was transacted in London, and impose upon the 
judges a greater amount of labour than they could get through 
with anything like satisfaction. The commissioners stated in 
their report that they should have been better satisfied if 
arrangements could be made for holding an assize three times a- 
year in every important assize town, but they were satisfied that, 
owing to the number of judges that would be called on to 
leave their town duties for that purpose, this object could not 
be effected without very serious inconvenience to the public, 
which would more than counterbalance any advantages to be 
derived therefrom by the particular localities. The House 
could only get over that difficulty by increasing the number of 
judges. But, independently of that, he wished Mr. M‘Mahon 
to consider whether the addition he had suggested to the number 
of assize towns was really required. Thirty or forty years ago 
the case was very different. The means of communication were 
then much less than they now were. They had not then estab- 
lished county courts all over the kingdom. With regard to the 
criminal business of the country, special commissions were 
issued in the winter for the transaction of that part of it which 
lay in the northern counties. He stated the other day, that the 
adoption of the recommendations in the report of the commis- 
sioners materially hinged on a Bill which been introduced 
by the corporation of Manchester to enable them to hold assizes 
in that city. When it was seen how that arrangement worked, 
the House would be in a position to consider whether Wakefield 
or Leeds should be added to York as an additional assize town, 
or whether those towns should claim the right to have assizes 
holden there in lieu of York. Taking all things into consider- 
ation he did not think it expedient to grant the committee. 

Mr. Haprrexp said, he could not see why they should give to 
Lancashire, which had only one-third the population of York- 
shire, three assize towns, and Yorkshire only one; and he 
contended that the true principle on which to act in this matter 
was, as much as possible, to bring justice home to every man’s 
door. He would support the motion for a committee. 

Lord GopERICH must say on behalf of his constituents that 
they were extremely little inclined to acquiesce in the report of 
the commission, because the commissioners were in favour of al- 
lowing the assizes for the West Riding still to be held at York, 
and they (his constituents) were of course opposed to that, 
The right hon. gentleman feared the expense which might be in- 
curred, but the good administration of justice was a thing 
superior to all considerations of expense; and with regard to the 
West Riding of Yorkshire it was next to impossible this could 
exist without the establishment of a separate assize. 

Sir G, Grey agreed with Mr, Walpole, that it 
inexpedient to have a committee to inquire into 
were sufficiently known already through the report of 
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commission. Many memorials were presented to that commis- 
sion, and to the claims of the memorialists the closest attention 
was paid, and a variety of important recommendations made 
regarding them. ‘They expressed a unanimous opinion that it 
was inexpedient to have three assizes uniformly throughout the 
country, but recommended that a third assize should be held for 
criminal business in cases where a gaol delivery might be 
advisable during winter; and they also recommended, that in 
Yorkshire and Lancashire a third assize for civil business 
should be established. He did not understand the Home 
Secretary to say that the Government would consider itself 
bound by the recommendations of the commission, though he 
considered these were entitled to the highest respect, and ought 
to be carried out in so far as that could be done. He thought, 
under all the circumstances, that there was no necessity for the 
proposed inquiry. 

Colonel SmytTHE thought the question of the distance to 
York from the West Riding a matter of small consideration in 
these railway days. 

Mr. Brieut said, to take witnesses from one end of York- 
shire or Lancashire to the other to prove a man’s innocence 
was a matter of no small importance, and might seriously affect 
the interests of poor men charged with offences. It was, how- 
ever, merely necessary that the Home Secretary should give 
his concurrence, and the change might be made from York to 
Wakefield, or some other town, without the necessity for an 
Act of Parliament. The result of appointing a committee 
would be a heap of evidence which no one would read. But if 
the inhabitants of a district would bring the change they re- 
quired, by their representatives or by their magistrates, before 
the Home Secretary, or before Parliament if necessary, the 
change might be made without difficulty. 

Mr. CHARLESWORTH said, there would be great convenience 
in selecting the town of Wakefield for the assizes of the West 
Riding. Lancashire had two assize towns already, and was 
about to have a third. The principle had also been acknow- 
ledged by the Government in the Probate and Registration of 
Wills Act. A court was held at Wakefield under this Act, 
which had been the greatest boon ever granted to the inhabit- 
ants of the West Riding. He hoped that the Government 
would bring forward some measure for the more easy and con- 
venient administration of justice in counties. 

Sir F. Keiry observed, that, while the motion related to the 
administration of justice in England and Wales, the question 
had been debated almost exclusively in relation to the West 
Riding of Yorkshire. When the report of the commission came 
under the consideration of the Government, due regard would 
be paid to the claims and interests of the West Riding. He 
doubted whether any evidence conld be delivered before the 
select committee which would not be found in the report and 
appendix of the commission. A question had been raised 
whether the county of York should not be taken from the 
Northern Circuit and thrown into the Midland Circuit, so as to 
necessitate a redistribution of the counties composing the pre- 
sent circuits. No one had suggested any inconvenience in any 
other connty in England except York and Lancaster, and they 
had been provided for by the report of the commission. 

Mr. Bowren wished to see « third assize held all over the 
country for criminal business. At present, when there was a 
press of business at assizes, causes were cither hurried over in a 
manner incompatible with the due administration of justice, or 
else referred to arbitration at an additional expense to the parties. 
One heavy case would derange the whole civil business of the 
assizes, the result being that the other cases were either made 
remanets, or else referred to some bar r who had not had so 
much experience as the county court judges. He believed that 
the House must look to a further development of the system of 
county courts, and that the remedy must go 4 great deal deeper 
than this motion. : 

Mr. Beecrort maintained that Leeds ought to be the town 
selected for the assizes of the West Riding. Its population alone 
entitled it to the preference; but Leeds had ether claims to be 
selected. 

Mr. Ayrton could not support the proposal for the appoint- 
ment of a select committee. ‘Ihe report referred to contained 
all the information necessary for the formation of 4 correct 
judgment on this enbject. He conceived, however, that the 
matter conld not be determined by such an inquiry, but that it 
ought to be decided by the executive government. He con- 
curred in the belief that the prompt administration of justice 
would be greatly promoted by the development of those local 
tribunals which had been recently established. 

Mr. Merion observed, that the expediency of establishing 
additional assizes should be dependent upon the general con- 




















venience of the inhabitants of the districts, and the cost. If 
seemed that in one circuit there were five large and important 
assize towns, in which the average number of causes tried wag 
not more than five or six at each assize. 

Major Epwarps stated, that in Yorkshire great annoyance; 
dissatisfaction, and expense were occasioned by the cireumstance 
that witnesses and attorneys were compelled to resort to the 
assizes at York from the remotest districts of that extensive 
county. 

Mr. PowELt was convinced that, under the present system, 
the assize business was frequently conducted in a very hurried 
and unsatisfactory manner. 

Sir J. Wausu agreed in the propriety of extending facilities 
for the administration of justice in proportion to the increase of 
the population; but he dissented from the recommendations of 
the report, which proposed to throw additional expenditure for 
this object upon the principality of Wales. 

Mr. M‘Manony, in reply, expressed his belief that it was the 
opinion of all hon. gentlemen who had studied the evidence, 
that there ought to be three assizes within the year, and also a 
division of counties for the better administration of justice; 
but the report of the commissioners was altogether ‘at variance 
with the information contained in the blue-book. The Law 
Society had expressed their decided opinion that there ought 
to be three assizes in the year, and that opinion was shared 
by all the solicitors who had been examined before the com- 
mmission. 

The question was then put and negatived. 

> 


Suridical Society. 


. 


This society met on Monday evening, April 26, (Charles 
Clarke Esq., in the chair), when Mr. Fitzjames Stephen read a 
paper on “ ‘The Points of Law involved in Bernard’s Case,” of 
which the following is a summary :— 

The question may be expressed in.a few words. A. B., 
an alien resident in England, concerts with other aliens the 
assassination of an alien in a foreign country, and provides 
them with the means of eflecting it. ‘The assassination being 
committed, is there any jurisdiction to try him in England as 
an accessory before the fact to murder? ‘This question resolves 
itself into two branches: First, is there any jurisdiction to try 
him, assuming that he has committed a crime? and, secondly, 
has any crime been committed of which an English court of 
justice can take notice? ‘The first of these questions turns 
upon the purport of two Acts of Parliament, the 1] & 12 Viet. 
c. 46, s. 1, and the 9 Geo. 4, ¢. 31,8. 7. The former Act pro- 
vides, that if any person becomes an accessory before the fact 
to any felony, he may be indicted, tried, convicted, and pun- 
ished in all respects as if he were a principal felon; and in’ the 
preamble it is recited in substance that it is expedient that 
aceessories before the fact to felonies should stand on the same 
footing as those who take part in treasons or misdemeanours. Hf, 
therefore, in the case supposed, A. B. were accessory before the 
fact to a felony, he might be indicted, tried, convicted; and ‘pun- 
ished in all respectsas a principal felon; and it is therefore essen- 
tial to consider, in the first instance, whether the assassination 
of a foreigner by a foreigner, in‘a foreign country, is a felony. 
Whatever may be said of the word “ murder,” it is clear that 
“felony is not a term of universal application;” and it was 
expressly held in the case of 2. v, Lewis (1 Cr, Cas. Res, 182), 
that the stabbing of one foreigner by another on a foreign vessel 
was not felonious. Indeed, by attending to the definition of felony, 
this becomes plain, for, aecording to Sir Wm. Blackstone, “felony 
comprises every species of erime which oceasioned at common 
law the forfeiture of land and goods;” and, after an elaborate 
discussion of the matter, he concludes, “ the true criterion of 
felouy is forfeiture.” It needs no proof that a crime committed 
abroud by a foreigner would entail no forfeiture in this country: 
therefore such a crime cannot be felony. It has been urged, 
that forfeiture is a consequénce not of felony, but of attuinder; 
but this involves a double error. Forfeiture of goods (which is 
as ancient as forfeiture of land) accrued not on attainder, or 
the pronouncing of judginent of death, or outlawry—but on 
conviction ; for in many eases of feloffy (as, for example, in the 
case of manslaughter) attainder never took place at all; and, 
secondly, the meaning of the definition is not that the term 
felony embraces every crime on the commission of which for- 
teiture follows in fact, for, probably, a majority of the felonies 
which are committed escape detection; but that it applies to 
acts which make the offender liable to those consequences upomt 


due conviction. There were a variety of ways at commol 
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law by which indisputably guilty of felony might 
avoid both conviction and forfeiture. A felo-de-se avoided for- 
feiture of his land, though not of his goods, by the very nature 
of the act. A person who stood mute, or challenged more than 
twenty jurors, or died, or was pardoned before judgment, 
avoided the consequences of felony; but this does not affect 
the assertion that the liability to such consequences is the test 
by which it is to be ascertained whether an act is or is not 
felonious. No proposition can be more indisputable than that 
an alien who has committed a crime abroad cannot be tried for 
it in England. Upon these grounds, the assassination of a 
foreigner in a foreign country is not felony; and, therefore, 
the statute of the 11 & 12 Vict.c. 46, does not apply to the 
case under consideration. 

The next question is, whether such a case could be tried 
under the 9 Geo. 4, c. 3], which provides, that if any of her 
Majesty’s subjects shall be charged in England with any 
murder, or with being accessory before the fact to any murder, 
or after the fact to any murder or manslaughter, the same 
being respectively committed on land out of the United Kingdom, 
he may be committed for trial by any justice of the peace, and 
may be tried by commissioners under the Great Seal? The mere 
words of the Act are undoubtedly ambiguous. They may mean 
that if any person who owes the Queen allegiance shall be 
accessory before the fact to any murder, or after the fact 
to any murder or manslaughter committed abroad, such 

nm shall be punished. They may, also, mean that 
if any native born subject, being on Isnd out of the United 
Kingdom, shall commit murder, or shall be accessory before 
the fact to murder, he shall be punished. Several con- 
siderations point to the latter construction as the true 
one; they arise, partly from a consideration of the state of 
things with a view to which the Act was passed, and partly 
from the words of the Act itself. At common law, no one 
could be tried for a crime committed out of the body of the 
county in which the trial took place. The reason was, that, 
in the rude age in which that system originated, the jurors were 
not judges before whom evidence was laid by prosecutors, 
public or private, but were rather witnesses summoned from 
every hundred and vill in the county, to supply information 
to the judges of assize from their local knowledge. ‘The only 
exceptions to this principle were the Admiralty jurisdiction, 
which applied to crimes committed at sea, and that of the con- 
stable and marshal, which applied to crimes committed on land 
abroad. This latter jurisdiction was, however, confined to crimes 
against the law martial, and to appeals of death brought by 
private individuals, ‘There was no public remedy whatever for 
crimes committed on land abroad, and not committed in the 
king's army. ‘The Admiralty jurisdiction subsists to this day; 
and it still rests on its ancient footing, though the proce- 
dure has been varied. Before the passing of the Act under 
consideration, there were two Acts, under which persons 
might be tried for crimes committed abroad. They were, the 
28 Hen. 8, c. 15, and the 33 Hen. 8, c. 23. The first 
regulated the procedure of the Court of Admiralty; the second 
enabled the king to issue a commission to try any person, in any 
shire, for any murder, committed either within his dominions or 
without. Neither of these Acts applied originally to accessories 
before the fact. The 43 Geo. 3, c. 113, s. 5, enacted that, 
if any person, within any shire, or at sea, became accessory 
before the fact to crimes committed within any shire or at sea, 
he might be tried either by a Court of Admiralty or in the 
shire in which he became accessory, or in that in which he com- 
mitted the crime. ‘This section did not notice the case of a 
man becoming accessory here to crimes committed in a foreign 
country. In the next section, it was further enacted, that the 
33 Hen. 8, c. 23, should be extended to the case of acces- 
sories before the fact. This Act, therefore, made a plain dis- 
tinction between the jurisdiction under the two statutes. It laid 
down a general principle as to the manner in which accessories 
before the fact were to be dealt with by the Admiralty jurisdic- 
tion, and it enabled the Crown to issue a commission to try a 
man, who might be an accessory before the fact abroad, as for a 
substantive offence, The case of a person in Bernard’s position 
was unprovided for. ‘This defect was remedied by the 7 Geo. 4, 
¢. 64,8. 9, which repeals the 43 Cieo, 3, ¢. 113, 8. 5, and re- 
enacts its provisions, with the addition of the words necessary 
to extend it to the omitted case. It provides that any person 
who shall counsel, procure, or command any other person to 
commit a felony, may be tried by any Court which shall have 
Jurisdiction to try the principal felon, in the same manner as if 
such offence had been committed at the same place as the prin.. 
cipal ag Meare such offence shall have been committed 
cither on high seas, or at any place on land, whether within 





his Majesty’s dominions or without. This section supplies the 
principle by which Bernard's case is governed. The 9 Geo. 4, 
c. 81, s. 7 (which is one of the first and most important 
of the modern Consolidation Acts), merely re-enacts, in an 
improved form, and with the substitution of a more con- 
venient preliminary procedure for that of the Privy Council, 
the 33 Hen. 8, c. 23, as explained by 43 Geo. 3, c. 113, both of 
which Acts it repeals. These Acts empowered the Crown to 
grant a commission to try persons for being accessories before 
the fact to murder, and the Act which consolidates them does 
no more; but the jurisdiction of the Court as to accessories 
depends or the 7 Geo. 4, c. 64, s. 9, which makes the power of 
trying the principal felon the test of ‘the competency, and 
according to this test a special commission was clearly incom - 
petent to try Bernard. 

The meaning of the two Acts taken together is perfectly 
plain and perfectly consistent. The 7 Geo. 4, c. 64, s. 9, pro- 
vides that any Court which can try the principal felon may try 
the accessory, wherever his offence may have been committed. 
The 9 Geo. 4, c. 31, s. 5, enacts that if an Englishman abroad 
becomes accessory before the fact to murder, a special commis- 
sion may issue to try him. But for that section (the 33 Hen. 8, 
c. 23, being repealed) no such commission could have issued, 
and no Court would have had jurisdiction to try any man for 
murder, or for being accessory before the fact to murder in a 
foreign country. 

Another argument to the same effect arises upon the words 
of the section. It regulates, it will be observed, the procedure 
to be adopted against persons charged with committing murder 
abroad. The primary object to which the attention of the 
legislator is directed is the conduct of his Majesty’s subjects 
abroad. Such persons must be British-born subjects, or aliens 
residing abroad in British dominions; and unless we assume, that, 
in connection with the words “ being accessory before the fact,” 
the words “ his Majesty’s subjects” have a different meaning 
from that which they bear in connection with the words “ mur- 
der or manslaughter,” we shall arrive at the absurd conclusion 
that the legislature meant to enact that anybody who ever came 
to this country might be tried for any murder or manslaughter 
which he had ever committed in any country whatever. 

The doctrine of local allegiance, that a foreigner volun- 
tarily resident in England is “her Majesty’s subject,” need net 
be denied; but from the whole frame and scope o° the section, 
it is apparent that British-born subjects, or aliens in British 
foreign dominions, are referred to, and not perscns owing 
& mere temporary allegiance, except foreigners in the colo- 
nies or on board ship; and that, if this had not been the 
case, it would have been far more natural to use (as in the 
older Acts) the words “any person,” than to select an expres- 
sion which, if it be technically sufficient to include resident 
aliens, is, to say the very least, extremely liable to be misun- 
derstood. Strong evidence is required to show that a word is 
read in an unfamiliar sense. People sometimes speak of a 
“Christian” when they merely mean a man; but if, in any 
particular case, either word might be read with equal ease, the 
choice of the word Christian would hardly be an argument to 
show that the person referred to was a Jew. 


An alien, therefore, resident within the realm, is net “one of * 


her Majesty’s subjects” within the 9 Geo 4, ¢. 31,8. 7; Lut 
even if he is, the assassination of one foreigner by another 
in a foreign country cannot be described as murder; and, if it 
could, the counselling and contriving of it would not amount to 
the crime of being accessory before the fact. Whatever may be 
thought of the propriety of calling such an act murder, it is 
not a felony, and there can be no accessories in any other class 
of crime. 

The learned reader then referred to some instances to show 
that nothing could exceed the strictness of the common law on 
this point. 

‘The question, whether an assassination committed by 
foreigners abroad is a murder, is of greater interest. 
Murder is a word of more general use and popular sig- 
nification than cither accessory or felony ; and there would 
appear at first sight to be a certain narrow technicality 
of disposition in those who contend that it ought to be 
looked upon as a term of art, and strictly construed accord- 
ingly. ‘The reader referred to several cases to prove this, and 
discussed the alleged power of extradition at common law, and 
#iso under the treaty with France, embodied in 6 & 7 Viet. 
c. 75, to show that the extradition treaties do not recognise any 
wider standard of crime than that which is supplied by legat 
definitions; but that they merely incorporate some parts of the 
criminal law of other countries, for some purposes, with our 
own, But it is said that an assassination is murder all th 
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world over; that it is an offence against the law of God, of 
nations, and of nature, upon which the law of England pro- 
fesses to be founded, and which, in many cases, it expressly 
recognises. Several plausible arguments might be urged in 
support of this view. Thus, in Triguet v. Bath (3 Burr. 1480), 
and in Heathfield v. Chilton (4 Burr. 2016), Lord Mansfield 
expressly ruled, that the law of nations was part of the law of 
England, and that the infraction of it was criminal. He 
further observed, that the well-known statute 7 Anne, c. 12, did 
not intend to alter it, and, indeed, could not do so; and he said 
that the provisions of this law were to be inferred from Grotius 
and other similar writers of reputation. Somewhat to the 
same effect is the well-known rule that the law of England re- 
cognises the civil judgments of the Courts of other nations, 
unless their procedure is opposed to the law of nature; 
and this was applied in a case where it was held that an action 
upon a foreign judgment could not be enforced, because it was 
delivered by one of the parties to the suit, in opposition to the 
rule that no one ought to be judge in his own cause. There 
are also many cases in which the law of nature is appealed 
to, or at any rate referred to, in suits for the determination of 
civil rights. 

Such expressions are very common in cases of easements, and 
in relation to the liabilities and powers of riparian proprietors. 
Somewhat similar observations might be founded on the dicta 
that Christianity is part of the law of England; and that the 
Court of Queen’s Bench, as censor morum, will punish gross 
public outrages on morality. 

Planusible as such arguments may be, they have no applica- 
tion to such a case as the one under consideration. That the 
custom and practice of the country do, to’a certain small 
extent, invest the judges with what are virtually legislative 
powers, is admitted, but what is the law of nations, and in what 
sense is it part of the law of England? A law is a command 
enjoining a course of conduct, enforced by a sanction, and im- 
posing a duty. Now, as nations have no common superior, they 
can be subject to no laws in the strict sense of the word, but 
various usages have in fact grown up amongst them which the 
more powerful nations usually observe with some exactness in 
their dealings with each other. Such is the usage with respect 
to the immunity of ambassadors from arrest, and the usage that 
on the high seas any nation may take a pirate and punish him, 
to whatever other nation he may belong. These usages are 
generally embodied in the express laws of particular countries, 
and form a part of the law of this country, so that any 
one who transgresses them exposes himself to penal conse- 
quences. In this sense, and in no other, should the law 
of nations form part of the law of England; but it derives 
its force in our Courts exclusively from our recognition of it, 
and not in the least degree from any inherent authority. The 
only true law of nations is that law which any one nation 
imposes on its own subjects, or upon those who are locally 
within the limits of its jurisdiction, with respect to their con- 
duct towards other nations. It is to be found in the famous 
disputes which arose between this country and the continental 
nations as to the validity of the rule that free bottoms make 
free goods. We took and acted upon one view of the subject; 
Napoleon took and acted upon another. In this case the con- 
duct of each country within its own bounds was perfectly 
legal. As between the two countries, there neither was, nor 
could there be, either law or illegality. A law without a 
sanction, and without a lawgiver, is a mere word; and to say 
that war is the sanction of international law is substituting a 
metaphor for a fact. The accurate way of describing such 
transactions as those would be, to say that different laws about 
the rights of foreign ships prevailed in England and in 
France, and that war arose upon that difference. If there were, 
in any strict sense of the words, a law to which both France 
and England were equally subject, how could they vary it by 
treaty? 

With regard to the alleged existence of a law of nature, 
which forms part of the law of England, the only intelligible 
meaning which can be put upon that expression is, that 
certain principles of obvious expediency have, from 
time immemorial, been recognised by English law, and 
that the practice of the constitution has entrusted the fif- 
teen judges with the task of applying them in an authoritative 
manner to particular cases, In other words, there are « varicty 
of subjects, in which the judges are invested with a power of 
legislating within certain narrow limits, and enbject to certain 
recognised principles, Verhaps, the best instance of this is the 
law of evidence, which, almost exclusively by foree of the 
accumulation of judicial decisions, has grown to such a size, 
that, whereas in Buller's Nisi Prius, the whole subject is dis- 





cussed in twenty or thirty pages, Mr. Pitt Taylor’s work con- 
tains no less than 1438, though the prolific branches which 
related to competency from interest, infancy, and the like, have 
been lopped away by Act of Parliament. In the administration 
of these legislative powers, the judges have, no doubt, often 
allowed the works of foreign writers, and especial] the reports 
of American decisions, to be cited; and, in adjudicating upon 
the questions before them, they have frequently adopted the 
phraseology of such writers upon natural rights and the laws 
of nature; but this is an entirely different thing from the 
nition of any large general system, which can be ee in aid, 
to supply the deficiencies of the law of England. If such a 
system were admitted to exist, where is it to stop? Why may 
it not correct faults, as well as supply deficiencies ? Why red 
not laws, of which ‘the judges may disapprove, be d 

be overruled by the law of nature? Why should we not adie 
Hobbes’s doctrine, that the common law is nothing else than that 
which it may please the sovereign power, speaking through the 
judges, to declare to be reasonable; and that a judicial despotism 
is the only proper system of government? 

Mr. Stephen then glanced at some extravagant consequences 
which he considered would be involved in the doctrine, that the 
judges are at liberty to declare an assassination by Frenchmen 
in France, to be murder by the law of nature and nations, and 
to infer that any one who promotes it is an accessory before the 
fact. 

- a aaa 


Court Papers. 


' , 
Queen's Bench. 
NEW CASES.—Easter Term, 1858. 
SPECIAL PAPER. 
The Mayor, &c., of Cambridge v. Denniss. 
Baker v, Aird. 
The British Empire Shipping Company (Limited) v. Somes 
and Others. 
NEW TRIAL PAPER. 
Finnis v. Young. 
Hart v. Bus 
Garton o. Great Western Railway Company. 
Peek v. North Staffordshire Railway Company. 
Wolff v. Solomon. 
Breffit ». Ramsay, 
The Paris Chocolate Company v. Armitage. 
Lee v. Stevenson. 
Betts v. Clifford. 
Same v. Same. 
Grubb v. Smith. 
Higgs v, Goodwin, Clerk, &c. 
Hills v. Shepherd and Another. 
Same v. Same. 
Wraight v. Johnson. 
Mercer v. Irving. 
The Western Deposit and Advance Company (Limited) 
v. Hustler. 
Pe Same ¢. Birch. 
Hale v. Bates, P. O. 
Hodgson v. Johnson, 
Waite, jun., by next Friend v. The North Eastern Railway 
Company. 
Tyzack and Another v. Stoddart. 
ps Baker and Others v. Richardson. 
York. Short v. The North Eastern Railway Company. 
Bs Anderson v. Radcliffe, Bart., and Another. 
o Haigh v. The Guardians of the North Bierley Union, 
- ‘The Queen v. Ramsden, Bart. 
Liverpool. Elliott and Another v, Morris. 
. Jones and Another v, Darbishire. 
Dalyell v. Tyrer and Others, 
Keynolds v. Buckley and Others, 
Lucas v. Britton, 
Eberhardt v. Mason, 
ny Walker v, Hingley. 
Stafford. Gandon v. Jervis and Another, 
Berks, Pritchard v, Perks and Another, 
Glamorgan. Hole v. Poole. 
Carmarthen. Mortimer v, The South Wales Railway Company, 


The Court will, on Saturday, May 1, proceed with the New Trial Paper, 


Common Pleas. 
NEW CASES.—Easrer Term, 1858, 
NEW TRIAL PAPER. 
Middlesex. Harmer v. Cornelius. 
‘~ Westlake v, Adams. 
be Piddington v. The South Eastern Mallway Company. 
Crxrehequer of Pleas. 
CASES.—Eastex Term, 1858, 
SPECIAL PAPER, 
Sp. Case. Garland v. Alston, 
Dem, Dick v, Tolhausen. 
Williams 


Sp. Case, and Others v, Vivian, 
Dem, Kidson o. Famer 


Dem. 


Sp. Case. 


London. 


Lincoln. 
Warwick. 


Bucks, 
Herts. 
Essex. 


” 
Kent. 
Sussex. 
Surrey. 


Lancaster. 
Northumb. 


Durham. 


Cornwall. 
Bristol. 
Worcester. 
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NEW TRIAL PAPER. 


Middlesex. Butler v. Angell. 
London. Zipey v, Hill.; 
“ Linford v. Lake. 
‘4 Pearse v. Carpenter. 
” Browne and Another v. Hare and Another. 
Wi Wyborn v. Great Northern Railway Company. 
York. Carr and Another v. Allatt and Others. 
m Allatt and Others v. Carr and Another. 
v aed Ms Wiraltiead 
Liverpool. lercer v. Ha’ 3 
w Cort v. Sagar. 
“ Griffiths v. Gidlow. 
Swansea. Vaughan v. Taff Vale Railway Company. 


Morris, Baronet, and Another v. Rhydydefed Colliery Com- 


pany. 
Carmarthen. Thomas v. Harries. 
Brecon. Powell and Wife v. Herbert and Others. 
Worcester. Tudor and Others v. Guest. 
M‘Clean v. Cooper. 
Shrewsbury. Hughes and Another v. Hill. 
orwich. Bul 


Ne m ham v. Mears and Another. 
Hertford. Paul, P. 0., v. Joel. 
Kingston. Withers +. Great Northern Railway G 
5 thers v. Great ern way Company. 
” Sutton v. Bath. 
‘a Pfluger v. Hocken. 
eo Hurton v. Forrester and Alder. 
Dorchester. Tucker v. Bullen. 
Devizes. Britton v. South Wales Railway Company. 
Bristol. Matthews v. Marsland. 
‘a Barton and —— Executors, &c., v. Gainer. 
a ae 
Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 


DAGGETT—On April 29, the wife of Mr. William Daggett, Solicitor, New- 
eastie-upon-Tyne, of a ‘daughter. 

EMMET—On April 22, at Kensington-park-gardens, the wife of G. N. 
Emmet, Esq., of a daugh ter. 

GRIFFITHS—On April 21, at Battledown-lodge, Hales’-road, Cheltenham, 
the wife of G. 8. Griffiths, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter, which 
survived only a few hours. 

sy oy April 23, at 21 Richmond-villas, Hornsey-road, Mrs. Walter 

F. Nokes, of a daughter. 

YOUNG—On April 26, the wife of Charles Vernon Young, Esq., Solicitor, 

Arbour-square, Stepney, of a daughter. 
MARRIAGES. 

BALGUY—OGLE—On April 22, at Beckenham, by the Rev. Egerton Ham- 
mond, John Balguy, Esq., eldest son of Mr. Commissioner Balguy, of 
Duffield, in the county of Derby, to Harriet Anne, third daughter of the 
late James William Ogle, Esq., of Oakwood, Beckenham. 

LEWIS—HUNT—On April 21, at St. Margaret's, Westminster, by the Rev. 
John Mason, M.A., Lauriston Winterbotham Lewis, Esq., of Tewkesbury, 
Solicitor, to Walterine Wood, third daughter of John Hunt, Esq.,of Man- 
chester. 

STANIFORTH—SLADE—On April 27, at St. seers Catholic chapel, Chel- 
sea, by the Rev. R. Macmullen, John Staniforth, E wi .,jun., to Harriette 
Georgina, second daughter of F. W. Slade, Esq., Q.C 

TARRANT—ASHBURNER--On April 28, at St. Giles’, “Cripplegate, b y the 
Rev. William Denton, M.A., Henry Jefferd ‘Tarrant, of Hong-Kong, 
Solicitor, to Eleanor ‘Ashburner, niece of Robert Ashburner, Castle-street, 


THOMPSON—FLEMING—On April 28, at St. George’s church, Camber- 
well, by the Rev. Samuel Smith, Henry Thompson, Esq., of Tunbridge 
Wells, to Emma, daughter of Thomas Fleming, Esq., of Champion-park, 
Camberwell. 

DEAT HS. 


ADAMS—On April 28, after a few days’ illness, Alfred Adams, of 25 Abing- 
don-street, Wooton estminster, Solicitor, aged 36. 

CLISSOLD On April 24, at Mourillon, near Toulon, Marianne, wife of the 
Rev. Henry Clissold, and daughter of the late Right Hon. Sir John Bayley, 


COLYER—On April 24, at Gloucester-place, Greenwich, Ellen Louisa, third 
“34 = Charles Colyer, Esq. .» jun., in her 12th year. 
On April 27, at 6 Seamore-place, the Right Hon. Sir John 


oo 78. 

PALMER—( April 24, at 31 Eaton-place, William Palmer, Esq., of the 
Inner Temple, second son of the late George Palmer, Esq., M.P., Nazing- 
park, Essex, in the 5éth year of his age. 

PATERSON—On April 28, at 21 Delamere-crescent, William Paterson, Esq., 
late of 68 Old Broad-street, City, aged 72. 

POWLES—On hy a 21, at Monmouth, after long illness, James Powles, 
Esq., Solicitor r, aged 67, 

suDtbw—on' April 25, John J. J. Sudlow, Esq., of Heath-lodge, Wey- 

bridge, Surrey, and 38 Bedford-row, London, aged 70. 

TOWNSEND—On April 21, aged 57, Richard E, Austin Townsend, Esq., of 
Doctors’-commons, and late of Springtie ld, Norwood, Surrey. 

TULLOCK—On Mar, 18, at Guntoor, Madras, of fever, Sophia Jane, wife of 
Lieutenant Hector Tullock, of the Madras Engineers, and eldest sur- 
viving daughter of George Smith, Esq., of Canterbnry-villas, Maida-vale, 


> 


Gnclaimed Stock in the Bank of Lugland. 

The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 

transferred to the gid claiming the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Months :-— 

Dvnouna, Avavsra MARY Spineter, deceased, Sloane-street, Chelsea, £650 
Reduced:—Claimed by Cuances Seyaovr Dunoune, the administrator. 
Haat, Mary Aww, Widow, deceased, Beaumont-street, Marylebone, 
£27: 6: | Reduced.—Claimed by THomas Haunt, the surviving executor. 
Het.en, James Gaeen, Farmer, Stanway, near Colchester, £748: 15: 4 

Consols,—Claimed by James Gueen Heinen. 
» Barton-court, Canterbury, and Saran Hoveram, 
ea Y Coneots Clas ed b — Morr Tasweu., 
who was the survivor. 
Moneron, Wititam, Esq., Hornsey, Middlesex, Pair CAZENovs, Gent., of 








the Stock Exchange, and Emma Grirrinnoore UNDERWOOD, Spinster. 

Hornsey, £43 : 4 : 10 Consols.—Claimed by Witttam Moreton, Pamir 

‘CAZENOVE, and Emma Grirrinnoore Lemorne, wife of Jean BaprisTs 

GusTAVE ADOLPHE (formerly UNDERWooD, Spinster), 

RaprorD, Grorce, Yeoman, Drayton, in Hales, Salop (who died in April, 
1832). Sherry v. Holt, M.R. Last Day for Proof, May 24, for. next. of 
kin to prove their claims. 

Surron, Frances Lapy, Widow, deceased, Ham, Surrey, £2000 Consels.— 

Claimed by Right Hon. Beaumont Baron Hornam, the acting executer. 

—— 
Heirs at Raw and Nest of Kin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 


Corr, Tuomas, who died abroad in 1857. His next of kin to apply to the 
Solicitor of the Treasury, Whitehall. 

EALes, THoMAs Extror, who died at or near Singapore. His next of kin to 
apply to the Solicitor of the Treasury, Whitehall. 

Fromow, Mrs., deceased, Widow of Peter Fromow, formerly of Newport, 
Isle of Wight. Her representatives to communicate with Mr. William 
Weeks, Accountant, Nodehill, Newport, Isle of Wight. 

GairritHs, CATHERINE, aged 43, residing with Catherine Raynes, her 
mother, in Bridge-street, Cardigan. Last day for Proof, May 22, for 
persons claiming heirship, before Masters in Lunacy, 45 Lincoln’s-inn- 


fields. 
—————>—___- 


Honey Market. 


CITY, Fripay Evenmne. 

The greatest fluctuation which has occurred during the week 
in the English funds took place yesterday, when the money 
price of Consols reached 97} per cent., from which there was.a 
fall to 97}, which is the closing price this afternoon. The 
directors of the Bank of England continue their rate of dis- 
count at 3 per cent., possibly anticipating a demand for money 
by Government in relation to the discharge of £2,000,000 of 
Exchequer Bonds, which fall due on the 8th May. It is under- 
stood that the East India Company have repaid the Bank 
£900,000 out of the two millions loan advanced to them. The 
scrip of the new East India loan continues to attract favourable 
attention, and is steady at 1003 to }- per cent. Money con- 
tinues in abundant supply, the effect of which is to make secure 
investments very much in request. 

From the Bank of England return for the week. ending the 
28th inst., it appears that the amount of notes in circulation is 
£20,413,605, being a decrease of £104,425: and the stock of 
bullion in both departments is £18,674,750, showing an increase 
of £90,367 when compared with the previous return. 

The annual report of the Board of Customs has lately been 
laid before both Houses of Parliament. It contains much. in- 
formation in a small compass. The amount of revenue is less 
than in the preceding year in consequence of reduction in 
duties, but the report shows a satisfactory advance in the 
quantities imported of nearly all the materials of manufacture. 
It also shows an increase in the home consumption of several 
of the principal articles of import. In sugar, duty was. paid 
on 7,848,031 cwt. in 1857 against 7,813,635 ewt. im 1856. 
The increase in tea is 6,000,000I5. This is partly caused by 
increased consumption in consequence of lowering the rate of 
duty from 1s. 9d. to 1s. 4d. per Ib., and partly in consequence 
of the payment of duty in the previous quarter having been 
kept back waiting for the lower duty. In cocoa, coffee, foreign 
spirits, and wine, the consumption has fallen off. In foreign 
spirits and wine prices have advanced so as materially to cheek 
consumption, in consequence of short supplies. 

The ‘Board of Trade returns for the month of March show 
similar results to the previous months, namely, a very large 
falling off. ‘The comparative falling off in March is less than 
in. January and February, and this circumstance is some evi- 
dence of reviving activity in trade. Nevertheless, the decrease 
in the value of exports in March, 1858, compared with Mareh, 
1857, amounts to £1,456,074, and extends over almost every 
important item, except cotton manufactures. 

The quantities imported of raw materials for manufacture 
show less favourably in the comparative view of the month of 
March than of the whole year. In flax, wool, and raw alk, 
the falling off in the month of Mareh is very large. 

—<+—- 
Ensurance Companies, 


Equity and Law... ...cccecees sesees aensesessecs 
English and Scottish Law Life aves 
Law Fire ..ccscceees wevsecceces eeerccsedsuccece 
EMWEA ccc ccccccecvcecteces Svences 


Rese eee ee neees 


seen eeenee 


Law Reversionary Interest 
Law Union 
Legal and Commercial . 
Legal and General Life. . 





seeeeeeee 


London and Provincial Bdeth . <tldneatta dds cahow 
Medical, leqal, and Goneral..... 
Solicitors’ and General 


TESA SRE EHR eR eRe SEER Eee Ee Ee 


SP ee eee eee eeeeees 


qE*sEy seer" 














552 





THE..SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. May 1, 1858. 








English Funds. 


Enoiiso Fonps. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur. | Fri. 








Bank Stock ......:-.-| 220} | 220 13] 222 a2 a 2213 2| 2913 
3 per Cent. Red. Ann... 95§ % | 95g 96, 
3 per Cent. Cons. Ann... Fi oat Fy aha 97. 
New 3 per Cent. Ann.../ 95% $ |9 $/95§ ¥ $196 556 96 
New 3f per Gent. Ann. “eo -* 80. oe “5 
5 per t. Annuities ..) . ee oo 
Long Ann. (exp. Jan. 5, 

aries jam om “i 1g | 11-16) 13 





























Pace ree ap Apr. 5, on 
(BAR GA ae ae Oe her 18} | 182 183 
i oo AO plane e» [2231 3) 223 se 223 a 
India Loan Debentures..| .. 99} oe 100 1002 | 1003 
India Scrip..... esseeee| 99% [100 99$/99% 100} 100} | 1003 8) .. 
India Bonds (£1,000) ../ 18s p on iF; 20s21sp/18s2Isp/ 18s. p. 
Do. (under £1,000)..... 2ls p| lisp | lis p | 2s p | 22s p } 2Is p. 
Exch. Bills (£1000) Mar.|33s37sp} 39s p | .. ve 39s p | 36s. p. 
Ditto June....|/37834sp| 37s p |37s 33sp|34s36sp| 34s p | 34s. p. 
Exch. os, Mar.| 39s p | 39s p| .. De 36s p Fe 
Ditto ee oe 33s p =» 37s p | 36s. p. 
Exch. Bills (sna ia os 36s34sp} .. 36s35sp| .. 40s. p. 
Ditto oe ~~ 33s p |33s37sp| 37s p | 36s. p. 
— (advertised). oe oe oe os se os 
Bonds, 1858, "3h 
Mor epbegocseel co eo oe eo eo ee 
Exch. ome, 1859, 33 
perCent ...........| 101} | 100Z] .. sc os és 
Railway Stock. 
Raitways. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur. | Fri. 





Birk. Lan. & Ch. Junc..| .. a oo 704 ee oe 
Bristol and Exeter ....| .. 88 oe eo § 
ebdsse sy ves 854 ast s 85 43 hi 864 6 





jan .......++-| 164 163 § | 1 as 7 2 

Sestare Cenndice ee ae 59% 3 | 60 604) Go 4 3) 603 1g olf 24} 624 1f 
Eastern Union A. Stock ee eo ee oe oe 
Ditto B. Stock ....) .. ee oe oe oe 
East Lancashire ......| .. 88 oa oe 89. 90 
Edinburgh and Glasgow; .. mn 62: 62 63. oo 
Edin. Perth,and Dundee| 27% | 28 28 ip we] .. 
Glasgow & South-Westn.| .. 2 ” sé Fess rT 

Great Northern ......| 103 | 103 23; 103 ms ee 103 2 
Ditto A. Stock ....| .. ne 88 7 90 
Ditto B. Stock 127 ab 127 127 es 

an ald (ire.) 100} | 1003; .. 100} 100% 

Great Western ........ 56% § §) 57 574) 574 63) 565 73) 574 78 574 7 


Do. Stour Viy. G. Stk. o- | 
































Lancashire & Yorkshire! 90 894/893 90}| 90 893] 904 1 914 91g 
Lon. Brighton & S. Coast! 105 105$ 6| 105% 6} 1054 6! 1064 | 1064 
London & North-Wstrn.. 943 944 4 (944 3 4 - sis 4 4) 954 44 
London & South-Westrn. 944 33) 95 44 964 7 
Man. Sheff. & Lincoln... 93°94 , ant i i 9 ah dl 938 } 
Midland .......-....../93 2h #9; 94} 3 95§ 4 
Ditto Birm. & Derby! 66 67 i 674 i Sy 
orfolk ; 60% 14) G1¥ 2 63 nl 
52h | 523 524 524 
4 4 393 2 ist 94 | 939 4 
en oF us | 474 ud 3 E., si , 
Ditto York ........ 74 74§ 54) 74 54} 76 % 6) 763 5; 
Oxford, Worc.& Wolver.| .. ns 303 4 3143] .. 
Seottish Central ...... abs 1084 6} .. be Pi Me 
Scot. N.E. Aberdeen Stk.| .. | es S 273 | 2744 
Do. Scotsh. Mid. Stk.| .. ae ere ee is 79 
South Devon .......... we tk. eek Be ee on 
South- wa OF RP 734 2h] 724 2 
South Wales ....... 83 | .. | 82§ 33) 835 83 
8 Speman ns Morden 6" Sas. ta Td Gow 
——>— oe 
London | Gazettes. 
Bankruyts. 


TovspaY, April 27, 1858. 
—_. Rowyat, Cabinet Maker, Manchester. May 13 and June 11, at 
3; Manchester. Off. Ass. Hernaman. Sols. Vickers & Diggles, Cooper- 
; Manchester. Pa. for Arrgnt. Nov. 27. 

BRAGG, James, Timber Merchant, late of Devonshire-villas, Lower-road, 
Rotherhithe, now @ Prisoner in the Queen’s Prison. Com. Fane: May 7, at 
11.30; and 5 ery atli; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Cannan. Sol. Wells, 
20 Coleman-st. Pet, ‘April 15 

BRYANT, Jous, Draper, High- st, Notting-hill, and Aldermanbury. Com. 
Evans: May ||, at 1; and June 10, at 125 Basinghall-st, Of. Ags, 
Johnaon. Sols, Mason & Sturt, Gresham-st. Pe. April 21. 

EVANS, Kicnaup, sen., Veterinary Surgeon, 14 Grey-ter., and Nayier-st., 

_ Great ge oa Newington, Surrey, and Talbot-inn-yard, High-st., 
Southwark. Yon + May 14, at 2; and June 6, at 12; Ba- 
——* Of 4 Ass, Sol, Stivester, 18 Great Dover-st. Pet. 


din Dannses, Bown Agia, ate of 16 Catherine-st., Strand, then 


of 283 Strand, now of 48 Howland-st., 


June 4, at 12; Basinghall-st. » 4 ay Graham. ‘Sols. Sole, Turner, & 
‘Turner, 68 Aldermanbury. Pet. A 17. 

LYON, Henry Pauttir, Licensed Victualles, 28 & 29 Brooke-st., Holborn, 
Com. Goulburn : May 10, at 2.30; and June 7, at 2; Basinghall-st, 
Off. Ass. Nicholson. Sols. Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, ‘4 Ola Jewry- 
chambers. Pet. April 26. 

OLDHAM, Joun, jun., Bone Grinder, Smeaton-wood, Dodcott-cum-Wilksley, 
Wrenbury, Cheshire. Com. Stevenson: May 4 and June 3, at ll; 
verpool. Off.:.Ass. Bird. Sol. Aspinall, Liverpool. Pet. April 22. 
RATCLIFFE, Wu.u1am, Baker, Chalford, Bisley, Gloucestershire. - 

Ayrton : May 10 and June 8, at 11; Bristol. Of. Ass. Acraman. 
oe & Preston, Stroud; or Abbot, Lucas, & Leonard, Bristol. i 


April 24. 

RIDSDALE, Tuomas, Grocer, 24 Bradley-ter., Wandsworth-rd. Com, 
Holroyd: May 11, at 1; and June 8, at 12; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass, 
Edwards. Sol. Woodward, 106 Fenchurch-st. Pet. April 24. 

SMITH, Davin, Corn Factor, Sheffield. Com. West: May 8 and June 5, at 
10; Council-hall, Sheffield. Off. Ass. Brewin. Sol, Fernell, Sheffield, 
Pet. April 16. 

Fripay, April 30, 1858. 

ANDREWS, Arcursatp Cooper, ‘Tea Dealer, 57 Tottenham-ct.-rd., and 
32 Broad-st., Bloomsbury. Com. Fane: May 14, at 12.30; and June Ul, 
atl; Basinghall-st. Og. Ass. Whitmore. Sol. Chidley, 10 Basinghall- 
st. et. April 28. 

ASHTON, Joun, Plumber, Littlethorpe, near Narborough; Leicestershire. 
Com. ay oe May 12 and June 2, at 10; Birmingham. Off. Ass. Whit- 

more. Sol. Haxby, Leicester. Pet, Api ril 14, 

BLACKBURN, Samugt, & Epwin apn ery ‘Cloth Manufacturers, Little 
Gomersal, Yorkshire. Com. West: May 20 and June Ul, at 11; Com- 
mercial-bidgs., Leeds. Off. Ass. Young. Sol. Blackburn, Leeds. Pea. 
April 17. 

CHAFFER, THomas, Stone Merchant, Liverpool, lately carrying on busi- 
ness at Burnley, in co-partnership with Benjamin Chaffer (‘Thomas & 
Benjamin Chaffer). Com. Perry: June 2 & 22, at 11; Liverpool. Of. 
7 aa Sols. Evans & Son, Commerce-ct., Lord-st. Pet, 
April 27. 

DUNN, Wu114m, Grocer, North Shields. Com. Ellison: May 12, at 12; 
and June 17, at 1; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Off. Ass. Baker.’ Sols, 
Hoy’ te, Newcastle- -upon-Tyne ; or Hill & Matthews, St. Mary-axe. Pet, 

ril 26 


Ap 

GROSSMITH, Cuarxes, Perfumer, 135 Strand, in copartnership with 
George Tate, 135 Strand (Grossmith & Co.) Com. Fonblanque: May 18, 
at 1.30; and June 11, at 12; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Stansfeld. Sol. 
Dalton, 3 Bucklersbury. Pet. “April 29. 

HARGREAVES, Tuompson, Innkeeper, Bradford. Com. West: May 20 
and June 11, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Off. Ass. Young. Sols. 
Lees, Br. adford ; or Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. April 29. 

HENRIQUES, JouN DanigEL, Tea Dealer, 13 Park-ter., Park-road, Re- 
gent’s-park, Com. Goulburn: May 13 and June 21, at 11; Basinghall- 
st. Off. Ass. Nicholson. Sol. Rodwell, 68 Connaught-ter., Edgeware- 
road. et. April 29. 

PRITCHARD, WiL.1aM, Stationer, Carnarvon. Com. Perry: May 17 and 
June 1, at 12; Liverpool. Off. Ass. Cazenove. Sols. Sole, Turner, & 
Turner, 68 Aidermanbury; or Dodge, Liverpool. Pet, April 22. 

SORE, Epwin, residing at 7 West-pl., Islington-green, & ZecHaRrian Groom, 
residing at 6 Lucan-pl., Hoxton, Builders, at Ridley-rd., Dalston. Com. 
Goulburn: May 12, at 12; June 9, at 11; Basinghall-st. Og. Ass. Pen- 
nell. ge Lawrence, Smith, & Fawdon, 12 Bread-st., Cheapside. Pet. 
April 2 

TIMMS, is Farmer, Grandborough, Warwickshire. Com. Balguy: 
May 13 and June 3, at 11.30; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Kinnear. Sols. 
Cowdell, jun., Hinckley, Leicestershire ; or James & Knight, Birmingham. 
Pet. April 29. 

WAND, Epwarp Taustram, Licensed Victualler, Swan with Two Necks, 
Finchley, Middlesex. Com. Fonblanque: May 11, at 12.30; and June 11, 
at 11; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Graham. Sol. Hammond, 16 Furnival’s- 
inn. Pet. April 28. 

WELBERRY, Witi1AM, Innkeeper, Woodhall, Lincolnshire. Com. Ayrton: 
May 26 and June 16, at 12; Townhall, Kingston-upon-Hull. Of. Ass. 
Carrick. Sol. Chambers, Lincoln. Pet. April 13, 

WORSEY, Epwarp, Grocer, Porto Bello, Willenhall, Wolverhampton. Com. 
Balguy: May 13 and vem 3, at 11.30 ; Birmingham. Off. Ass. tng 
Sols. Bowen,Stafford ; or. E. & H. Wright, Birmingham. Pet. April 28, 

WRIGHT, Georce ‘THOMAS, Tea Dealer, Huddersfield. Com. IS grec 
May 11, at 12,30; and June 8, at 1; Commercial-bldgs,, Leeds. Of. 

Hope. "Sols. Sheard & Baker, Cloak-lane, Cannon-st.; or Bond iar. 
wick, Leeds, et. April 24, 
BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Frivay, April 30, 1858, 
Tapscott, WILLIAM, Ship Broker, Liverpool.—April 27. 
MEETINGS, 
Turspay, April 27, 1858 

Apnon, Henny, Baker, 7 St. John-st.. Clerkenwell. Last Ex, May 7, at 12; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

Bares, Witi1aM, Auctioneer, 5 Welbeck-st., Cavendish-sq. Div. May 18, 
at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 

Betsry, Guonor, Corn Dealer, late of Fairfield-villa, St. Peter the Aj 
Isle of Thanet, now of Southwood-villa, St. Lawrence, Isle of net. 
Div, May 19, at 11.80; Basinghall-st. Com, Fonblanque. 

Britren, Joux, Dealer in Silk and Worsted Braids, 32 Noble-st., Falcon- 
es and 9 Clark-rd., Dalston. Div. May 18, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. 

ane. 

CaLpwett, Ilexny Cuanes, Scrivener, late of Singapore, East Indies, now 
of 39 Kensington-park-gardens, Notting-hill. Last Zr. May 7, at 11; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

Dyen, bannanp Gronge, Ship Chandler, Bute-st., Cardiff, Glamorganshire. 
Div. May 21, at 115; Bristol. Com. West. 

Gmay, ALEXANDER Geonce (Gray & Co.), Atal Manufacturer, Friar’s 
Goose Alkali Works, Gateshead, Durham, Last La, (by adj. from April 
%) May 10, at 11.30; Royal-arcade, egg Be wy Com. Ellison. 

Hannis, SAMUEL, & Isaac Ganaie, Cosra, Wholesale Giothiers,” 10 Com- 
mercial-st., Whitechapel. Div, May 18, at 1; Basiighall-st. Com, Evans. 

Jounson, WAurER Rosenr, Underwriter, ‘Adelaide-chambers, Gracechurch- 
st., in pemepey with Edmund Gwyer, jun. (Johnson & Gwyer), 52 

Gracechureh-st. Div. joint est. May 21, at 11,80; Basinghall-st. Com. 





Tottenham-court-road, and of 
5 Bouverie-st., Publisher. Com. Fonblanque: ~~ 7, at 12.30; and 
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SS ee Div. May 20, at 1; Man- 


Kwiont, Lewis Smrra, Hardwareman, Manchester. Div. May 19, at 12; 
Com. Jemmett. 

Mason, ROBERT Hinpry, Printer, Sunderland and Tynemouth. Div. May 
20, at 12.30; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison 

PALMER, Henry Boswett, Patent Fire Light Manufacturer, 2 Pilgrim- st., 
Kennington, and Gun-alley, Bermondsey. Div. May 19, at 12; Basing- 
hall-st. Com. Goulburn. 

SeaMANN, CuaRLes Henry, Ship Chandler, North a, ae May 19, 
at 11.30; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. 

TOMLINSON, Henry, Licensed Victualler, Royal en Re -aey Grey-st., 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Div. May 20, at 11.30; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Ellison. 


Com. 

Tozer, Henry, Tin Plate Worker, 3 Dean-st., Soho, and 3 Cranbourne-st., 
Leicester-sq. Div. May 19, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

Tyzack, Henry, Tool Manufacturer, 36 Old-st.-rd., St. Leonard’s, Shore- 
ditch. Div. May 18, at 2; a Com. Holroyd. 

Witxts, Georce, Baker, Portsea, Hants. Div. May 19, at 12; Basing- 
hall-st. Com. Fane. 

Woop, Wi11am, Builder, Milton-next-Gravesend. Div. May 18, at 11; 

hall-st. Com. Fane. 4 
Fripay, April 30, 1858. 

Bennett, Georce Wit11aMm, Draper, Eastbourne, Sussex. Div. May 21, at 

12; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. 
KE, FREDERICK Rosert Pav, Goldsmith, 86 Newman-st., Oxford-st. 

— 21, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. i 
ne Georcr, Marine Store Dealer, 21 Ber dsey-wall, Ber dsey. 
Div. Ma: al, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. 

Garniss, Tuomas, Tailor, Victoria-st., Great Grimsby, Div. May 26, at 
12; Townhall, Kingston-upon-Hull. Com. Ayrton. 

Hampson, BensaMINn, Stationer, Manchester. Div. May 31, at 12; Man- 
chester. Com. Jemmett. 

HELLIWELL, WittIAM, Cotton Spinner, Kitson Wood Mill, Todmorden, in 
Stansfield, Halifax, surviving partner of Matthias Pilling (Helliwell & 
Pilling). JZast Ex. June 7, at 12; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. 

Ayrton. 





Hits, JonaTHan, & Rosert Hit1s, Bankers, High-st., Gravesend, and 
High-street, Dartford. Last Bx. (by adj. from April 13) May 11, at 1.30; 
Basinghall-st. Com, Fonblanque. 

Incatt, Henry, Wine Merchant, 23 Crutched-friars. Div. May 21, at 12; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. 

Maw, Isaac Tettey, Farmer, Fridaythorpe, Yorkshire. Div. May 26, at 
12; Town-hall, Kington-upon-Hull. Com. Ayrton. 

Suaw, THomas Georce, & JoserH Lane (T. G. Shaw & Co.), Wine Mer- 
chants, 55 Old Broad-st., and Town-hall-buildings, Manchester. Final 
Div. joint est., and sep. est. of T, G. Shaw, May 24, at 12; Basinghall- 
st. Com. Goulburn. 

Symzs, Epwarp Barnarp, & Revsen Raper, Electro Platers, 422 Strand. 
Div, May 21, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. 

Tuompson, Davin, Innkeeper, Ulleskelf, Yorkshire. Div. May 25, at 11; 
Leeds. Com, West. 

Woop, Joseru, Timber Merchant, Salford, Lancashire. Div. May 21, at 
12; Manchester. Com. Skirrow. 


DIVIDENDS. 
Tuespay, April 27, 1858. 

Buroess, Witt1aM “Harpvine, Export Oilman, Miles-lane, Upper Thames- 
st., and Clink-st., eee Third, 1s. Stansfeld, 10 Basinghall-st. ; 
any Thursday, 11 to 2 

Cnappine, WILLIAM, Straw Hat Manufacturer, Tring, Herts. First, 2s. 0jd. 
Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-st.; any Wednesday, 11 to 3. 

Crark, James, Tea Dealer, Alphington- -st., St. Thomas the Apostle, Devon. 
First, 2s. 6d. Hirtzel, Queen-st., Exeter; any Tuesday or Friday, 11 to 2. 

Gipss, Tuomas, Publican, Burslem, Staffordshire. First, ld. Xinnear, 
19 Temple-st., Birmingham : any Thursday, 11 to 3. 

Groux’s Improvep Soar Company (Limirep), Great Cambridge-st., Hag- 
—— Middlesex. First, 10s. Stansfeld, 10 Basinghall-st.; any Thurs- 

y, 11 to 2. 

Gronpy, Witt1am, Laceman & Hosier, Birmingham. First,9d. Kinnear, 
37 Waterloo-st., Birmingham ; any Thursday, 11 to 3. 

Harrison, WintiaM, Ship Chandler, North Shields. First, 5s. Baker, 
Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; any Saturday, 10 to 3. 

Martow, Henry, Ironfounder, Walsall. First, 9¢. Ainnear, 37 Waterloo- 
st., Birmingham ; any Thursday, 11 to 3. 

Perrer, EDWARD, & Witttam Arunpet Oarey, Ironfounders, Barnstaple, 
— First, 7s. 9d. Hirtzel, Queen-st., Exeter; any Tuesday or Fri- 

Y, 11 to 2, 

Suantey, Patrick, Boot & Shoe Dealer, Manchester. Second, ls. 6d. 
Fraser, 45 George-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 11 to 1. 

Tuomas, WiLLiAM, Publisher, 19, 20, & 21 Catherine-st., Strand. Second, 
44d. Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-st.; ‘any Wednesday, 11 to 3 

Veysey, Joun PHILLIPS, Hatter, Exeter. Further div. 3s. ‘od. Hirtzel, 
Queen-st., Exeter ; any Tuesday or Friday, 1! to 2. 

Vironp, Urrick, Flour Miller, Alston, Cumberland. First, ls. 8d. Baker, 
Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; any Saturday, 10 to 3. 

Fripay, April 30, 1858 

Bacne, Samvuet, & SAMUEL TsRTIUs Bacug, Jewellers, Birmingham. 
First, 10d, joint est. ; and 20s. sep. est. of S. T. Bache. Whitmore, 37 
Waterloo-st., Birmingham ; ; any Friday, 11 to 3. 

MENTS, THOMAS BOON, & Henny Porrer, Toy Dealers, Bristol. Div. 
x es ae 19 St. Augustine’s-parade, Bristol; any Wednes- 
'y> 
NS, FREDERICK, Pawnbroker, Drury-lane. First, 2s. 9@. Lee, 20 
bury; Wednesday next, and subsequent Wednesday, 11 to 2. 

JEWwELL, Gronak Surrn, Builder, Willow-walk, Bermondsey. First, 5s, Lid, 

~ ” ae ‘dermanbury; Wednesday next, and the subsequent Wednes- 
Y> 

Moss, Jou, Grocer, Walsall, Firat, 5s. 14d. Whitmore, 37 Waterloo-st., 
Bi ham; any Friday, 11 to 3. 

Outver, Tuomas, & ANDREW OLiver, Lace Manufacturers, Nottingham: 

8s. joint est.; also first, 139. sep. est. ‘I. Oliver, and 11s, 6d. cate 
est. A, Oliver, — Middle-pavement, Nottingham ; on Monday next, 


Romero, Winaaauy Guta ys, 11 to 3. 
Ronertson, ne r, 15 Summer-lane, py: ham, First, 4s. 
lid. Whimore, Woneno-e., lrninghan on Friday, 1 to 3. 


Bankers, Hastings. Second, 2s. 6d., joint est., at the Swan-hotel, 
Hastings, on May l, 3, & 4, 10 to 4; also First, 20s., sep. est. of J. 
Hilder, and First, 5s., sep. est. of F. Smith, at Swan-hotel, May 1, from 
10 to 4—or any Wednesday after those days, 11 to 3, at Whitmore’s, 2 Ba- 
singhall-st. 

WaEELER, RicuanD, Miller, Saint Owen, Hereford. First, 3s. 6d. Whit- 
more, 37 Waterloo-st., Birmingham ; any Friday, 11 to 3. 

Wricat, JosErn, Cotton 5) r, Heaton Mill, Heaton N Lancashire, 
and of Forge Mill, Caton. First, 3d. Pott, 7 Charlotte-st., Manchester ; 


any Tuesday, 11 to 1. 
CERTIFICATES, 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be a gy emt ry shown on Day of Meeting. 
TUESDAY. P 

Asnwortn, Georee, Cotton Spinner, a and Vale Mill, New- 
church, Rossendale. May 19, at 12; Mancheste: 

Brovte, Epwarp a Cooper, ey A King’s-cross. 
May 19, at 1; Basinghall 

CoLLier, "MICHAEL, Yarn = Sack Manufacturer, High-st., Witney, Ox- 
fordshire. May 18, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Donton, JosErn, Cattle and Sheep Salesman, Hoddesdon, Herts. May 19, 
at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Gorcn, "JouN Davis, & Tuomas Henry Gorcu, Bankers, Tanners, &¢., 
Kettering and Rowell, Northamptonshire, and of 43 Long-acre. May 19, 
at 2; Basinghall-st. 

Gwyer, Epmunp, African Merchant, Bristol. May 24, at 11; Bristol. 

Izarp, Joun, Hosier, 72 King’s-row, Brighton. May 22, at 12; Basing~- 
hall-st. 

Jounson, MarTHa, Boarding-school Keeper, 83 Cambridge-ter., Hyde- 
park. May 18, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. 

Knicut, Joun, Brickmaker, Beoley, Worcestershire. May 28, at 10; Bir- 
mingham. 

Mituineron, James, & Cuartes Cave, Lace Manufacturers, Nottingham, 
for allowance of certificate of James Mill (and not of both as ad- 
vertised in last Tuesday’s Gazette). May 18, at 10.30; Birmingham. 

Myers, Micuart Samvet, Provision Merchant, 98 Leadenhall-st. May 22, 
at 11; Basinghall-st. 

Potpine, WitLiaM, Cotton Spinner, Livesey, Lancashire. May 18, at 12; 
Manchester. 

Satrer, JAMEs, otherwise SHaRMAN, Blacksmith, Wortham, Suffolk. May 
19, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. 

Scorr, Henry, Draper, Elsworth, Cambridgeshire. May 19, at 12.30; 
Basinghall-st. 

Tyzack, Henry, Tool Manufacturer, 36 Old-st.-rd., Shoreditch. May 18, 
at 2; Basinghall-st. 

Vironp, Urrick, Flour Miller, Alston, Cumberland. May 18, at 11; New- 
castle-upon- Tyne. 

Fruway, April 30, 1858.: 

Brown, Matruew, & Joun Brown, Woolstaplers, Bradford. June 8, at 
11; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. 

CHANDLER, JAMES, Innkeeper, Stroud. June 1, at 11; Bristol. 

Craven, THomas, & Jesse CRAVEN, Ironmongers, "Bradford, Yorkshire, 
June 14, at 11; Commercial-bidgs., 

EAsTBURN, Roserr, Dyer, Halifax. May 3 21, at 11; Commercial-bidgs., 


Epwarps, THomas, Cabinet Maker, Thomas-st. and Riga-street, Manches~ 
ter. May 21, at 1; Manchester. 

Fr-iron, Epwarp, Rag and ogg + Ay Dealer, Batley-carr, Dewsbury. May 
21, at 11; Commercial-bidgs., 

FREEMAN, JosEPH, Wool ba Maker Ei Bradford and Kildwick. May 21, at 
11; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. 

Haste, Witiiam, & Ricwarp Haste, Machine Makers, Bradford. June 
15, at 11 ; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. 

Hur, ABRAHAM, & Tnomas Hitt, Stone Merchants, Heaton Quarries, 
Bradford. June 8, at 12; Leeds. 

Hyman, Leonarp, Merchant, 22 Mincing-lane. May 22, at 13; Basing- 
hall-st. 

JENNER, ARTHUR Rice, Buyer and Letter-out to Hire of Thrashing Ma- 
chines, Hartley-row, Winchfield, Hants. May 21, at 12; Basinghall-st. 
Metcatre, James, & CuristopHer Mercanrs, Tailors, Richmond, Yorke 

ag 7, at 12; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds; on application of C, 
etcalfe. 
Moornovse, James, Cotton Spinner, Howgill, Gisburn, Yorkshire. June 7, 
at 11; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. 
Nose, Francis, jun., Linen Draper, Brighouse, Halifax. May 31, at 12; 
Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. 
Peckston, Tuomas, Linen Draper, Scarborough. May 21, at 11; Com- 
mercial-bidgs., Leeds. 
Prics, RowLanp, Scrivener, Stourbridge, Worcestershire. May 31, at 10; 
Birmingham. 
Reaston, Epwarp, Lodging-house Keeper, Filey, Yorkshire. June 1, at 
12; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds, 
Rosinson, Wrtuiam, & Witt1am Hips, Timber Merchants, North Wharf- 
ri., Paddington. May 21, at1l1; Basinghall-st. 
ScnorretD, Jouy, Builder, Morley, Batley, Yorkshire. May 21, at 11; 


Srong, Frepseric Jamgs, Builder, 9 Manor-pl., Walworth. May 21, at 1; 
Basinghall-st. 

Syxes, Joseru, & EpwarnD Srxes, Silk Dressers, Golear, Huddersfield, 
May 21, at 11; Leeds. 

TAYLOR, Janrs, ‘Worsted Spinner, Ovenden, Halifax. June 1, at 11; Com- 
mercial-bidgs., Leeds. 

Vits, Gpores, Licensed Victualler, of the Box Tree, Gravel-lane, Hounds- 
ditch. May 21, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. 

Wrace, James, Glass Bottle Manufacturer, Barnsley, Yorkshire, May 31, 
at 11; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. 


To be DELIVERED, unless Appeal be duly entered. 
TusspayY, April 27, 1858. 
Beaumont, Groner, General Warehouseman, Manchester. April 21, 3rd 


ey Micnast, Grocer, Aberaman, Glamorganshire. April 20, 3rd 

+ class, 

—- > Westwoop, Carriage Manufacturer, Birmingham. April 
. ¢ 

PosscuMaNN, Beanuarp Tusopor, Merchant, Liverpool, April 22, 2nd 


Farpay, April 30, 1858, 





on are te Morgan, 10 ~st., Liverpool; any 
Surru, k ye Shetibks: Citenn Seenves, & Penintte Sti, 


7 aw Faver, Woollen Manufacturer, Huddersfield. April 26 







































































ERR SRE rt 


aah 


ee ENE E EN AS Bogie UEP LS RNR RE MEO BOF i NEE NOTTS RGN, ERE SE MI I LONI I EES: 















THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. May 1, 1858, 











Boorn, Wrti1am, Machine Sawyer, City Central Saw Mills, 198 Upper 
Whitecross-st. April 16, 3rd class; having been suspended for 6 mos. 
from Oct. 15, 1857. 

Bourne, Joun, Builder, Cardiff, Glamorganshire. April 27, 2nd class. 

Carne, Wit11am INnGLis, Merchant, 10 Mark-lane, and Lower Tulse-hill. 
April 28, Ist class. 

CHANDLER, James, sen., Brewer, Epsom. April 23, 1st class. 

Haagman, Henny Joun, & Wittiam JANSEN, Merchants, 8 Crutched- 
friars. April 30, Ist class. 

Hampson, Jonn, Grocer, Wrexham, Denbighshire. April 26, 3rd class; 
subject to suspension of 9 mos. 

, Ricnarp, & Joun James Cote, Barge Builders, Twig-folly, St. 
Matthew, Bethnal-green. April 27, 2nd class; having been suspended 
for 12 mos. from April 23, 1857. 

Last, Witt1am Henry, Commission Agent, 20 Cannon-st. West, and 1 
Almora-terr., Gloucester-rd., Islington. April 22, 2nd class. 

OXLADE, WILLIAM, Coal Merchant, York. April 26, 2nd class, 

— N, JAMES, Ship Broker, Peckham, late of Liverpool. April 23, 3rd 

Sermovr, Moses, Lilangenneck, Carmarthenshire, and of Rodridge Colliery, 
Durham, & Martyn Seymour, Rodridge Colliery, Durham, Brickmakers 
and Partners. . April 23, 3rd class to Moses Seymour, and 3rd class to 

Seymour, subject to suspension until July 23. 

Smrra, Joseru, WILLIAM Smita, & Isaac NICHOLS, Worsted Spinners, Bow- 
ling, Bradford. April 26, 2nd class. 

Taytor, THomas, & Joun Seacer, Indigo and Prussian Stone Blue Manufac- 
turers, Soundwell, near Kingswood, Gloucestershire. April 26, 2nd class to 
T. Taylor, after a suspension of 2 mos. ; and 3rd class to J. Seager, after a 
suspension of 9 mos. 

Torwer, Davip, Straw Hat Maker, 1 Crawford-st., Portman-sq. April , 
2nd class; to be suspended for 3 mos. 

Wueeter, Tuomas, Millwright, Albion Works, Oxford. April 26, 2nd 


W8HITNALL, CRANBROOK JouN, Tailor, High-st., Canterbury, April 22, 3rd 
class; to be suspended for 3 yrs. 
Assignments for Benefit of Creditors, 
TuEsDAY, April 27, 1858. 
x, Francis, Draper, 56 & 57 Whitechapel-rd. Mar. 30. Trustees, J. 
Howell, Warehouseman, St. Paul’s-churchyard; G. Howes, Warehouse- 
— St. Paul’s-churchyard. Sols. Parker & Lee, 18 St. Paul’s-church- 
yard. 

Jones, Henry, Carpenter, Ynisymeadw, Lianguicke, Glamorganshire. 
April 14. Trustee, J. Priee, Labourer, Ynisymeadw. Creditors to exe- 
ente on or before May 14.. Sol. Cuthbertson, Neath. 

Kissie, THomas, Grocer, Witney, Oxon. April 22. Trustee, J. Pollard, 
Grocer, Witney. Creditors to execute before June 23. Sol. Lee, Witney. 

Lewis, Joseru, Machine and Tool Maker, Salford, Lancashire. Mar. 30. 
Trustee, W. J. Dorning, Engineer, Manchester. Sols. Bellhouse & Bond, 
40 Princess-st., Manchester. 

Overy, ALFrep, Linen Draper, St. Leonards-on-Sea, Sussex. April 1. 
Trustees, R. Eldridge, Farmer, St. Leonards-on-Sea; H. Overy, Farmer, 
Bexhill, Sussex. Sol. Cripps, Tonbridge Wells. 

PEAKE, JOSEPH, Builder, Codnor, Derbyshire. Mar. 30. Trustees, T. Roe, 
sen., Timber Merchant, Derby; W. Wain, lronmonger, Ripley. Cre- 
ditors to execute before May 31. Sols. W. & A. H. Robotham, Derby. 

Resinsoy, Joun Hagrer, Grease Manufacturer, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
April 9. Trustees, J. Harrison, Cooper, and R. Allinson, Accountant, 
both of Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Sol. Hoyle, 30 Grey-st., Newcastle-upon- 


Tyne. 
Stamper, Joun, Farmer, Dalston-house, Dalston. April 19. Trustees, J. 
= Bacon Dealer, Eamont-bridge, Barton, Westmoreland ; R. William- 

. Langwathby, Cumberland. Sols. Mounsey & Sons, 2 


Yeoman. 
Castle-st Carlisle. 
Fripay, April 30, 1858. 


CanTrett, Josern, Railway Porter, Glass, China, and Earthenware Dealer, 
Warrington, Lancashire. April 16. Trustees, J. Dolan, Clothier, War- 
rington; J. Forster, Engineer, Latchford, Cheshire. Creditors to exe- 
-eute before May 17. Sols. Shepherd & Moore, Warrington. 

De Mepewe, Daniet Cuartes, & Cooper Cuartes Brooke, Attorneys-at- 
law and Solicitors, Woodbridge, Suffolk (lately co-partners). April 21. 
Trustee, B. Moulton, Auctioneer, Woodbridge. Indenture lies at office of 
B. Moulton, Woodbridge. 

Forner, SAMUEL, Draper, Lymington, Southampton. April 15. Trustees, 
S. Walkden, Warehouseman, Lawrence-lane ; J. S. Basset, Warehouse- 
man, Love-lane. Sol. Turner, 68 Aldermanbury. 

Happock, Rosert, Shopkeeper, Cratfield, Suffolk. April 22. Trustees, 
J. Stammers, Miller, Mendham, Suffolk ; J. Holmes, Farmer, Linstead 
Magna, Suffolk. Sols. Crabtree & Cross, Halesworth. 

Hiecins, Josern, & Isaac Bisuop, Leather Sellers, Egham, Surrey. 


April 6. Trustees, W. Linley, Leather Merchant, West Smithfield; J. 
Maunder, Leather Merchant, 23 Rood-lane. Sol. Hackwood, 7 Wal- 
brook 


Hivpreru, Joun, Saddler, Darlington. April 26. Trustees, W. Hildreth, 
jun., Secretary to the Darlington Local Board of Health, Darlington; R. 
Thompson, Share Broker, Darlington. Creditors to execute on or before 
duly 26; indenture lies at shop of J, Hildreth, Tubwell-row, Darlington. 
Sol. Mewburn, Darlington. 

MarsHAtt, Avouste, Lace Maker, Sneinton, Notts. April 5. Trustees, 
4d. T. Pink, Lace Merchant, Nottingham; J. W. Leavers, Cotton Mer- 
— Nottingham. Creditors to execute before July 6. Sol. Shilton, 

bam 


Martin, Spencer, Grocer, Eastbourne, Sussex. April 8. TZrustees, C. 
Simmons, Butcher, Eastbourne; J. Bouch, Warehouseman, Bread-st. 9 
London. Sol. Turner, 68 Aldermanbury. 

Nicnoisoys, Jou, Currier, Liverpool. April 10. Trustees, J. T. Smyth, 
Tanner, Liv ; T. Barton, Tanner, Liverpool. Sol. Tyrer, Heather 
Lee, Priory-lane, Walton-on-the-Hill, Lancashire. 

Parks, Davip, Plasterer, Hastings. "april 8. Trustees, 8. Putiand, Mer- 
chant, St. Leonards-on-Sea; W. Barham, Painter, Hastings. ol. 
Beecham, jun., St. Leonards-on-Sea. 

Rosinson, James, Tailor, Store-st., Bedford-sq. April 26. Trustees, W. 
Searlett, Woollen Draper, Marylebone-st., Golden-sq. ; E. Green, Tailor, 

pemee Sols. Pike & om, 26 Old Pe aeaned. 


Saville-row, Burli: 
er-st., Portsea, Hants 


Sraxrorp, MAS, 


Thames-st., London. Creditors to execute before July 20. Sol. Butler, 
jun., 191 Tooley-st. 


‘VERRALL, Witt1am, ag 29 Eversfield-pl., St. Leonards, 
, Hastings ; 


Sussex, 
April 17. Trustees, J. Hazell, Plumber, G. C. Hope, Auc- 


tioneer, Hastings. Sol. Langham, Hastings 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery, 
TugsDaY, April 27, 1858. 

Cream, Sopu1a, Widow, long Melford, Suffolk (who died in Aug., 1856), 
In re Cream v. V. C. Kindersley. Last Day for Proof, May 22. 
MIDDLETON, JAMES, Gent., Furnival’s-inn (who died in Nov., 1854). In re 

Middleton. Bodilcam 6 Middleton. Last Da 
SavL, GE be’ 
Solicitor at Garlishe (who died in a es 1853). 
dersley. Last Day for Proof, Ma, 


Fray, vias 30, 1 

EcKERSLEY, Joseru, Bedford (who died in December, 1851). Fairclongh », 

Eckersley, M. R. Last Day for Proof, May 

HaWTAYNE, CHARLEs SisrnorP JOHN, View. Admiral of the Red, Catton, 

Norfolk (who died on Sept. 9, 1857). Hawtayne v. Hawtayne, V. C. 

Stuart. Last Day for Proof, June 1. 

-— Joun, Professor of Gymnastics, 7 Cecil-st., Strand Ag died in Oct., 

855). Haigh v. Lees, M.R. Last Day for Proof, Ma 

eee Georce, Yeoman, Drayton, Hales, Salop (eno. died in April, 
1832). Sherry v. Holt, M. R. Last Day for Proof, May 

Scort, James, Gent., Winfrith Newburgh, Dorset (who ‘ied in 1836), & 

RegEcca Scort, his Widow (who died in Mar., 1853). White v. Scott, 

M.R. Last day for Proof, May 21. 

WaKELIN, Puuip, Esq., Low Layton, Essex. In respect of the annuity of 

£40, granted by him to Boulton Mason, formerly of Bartholomew-close, 

West Smithfield. Dodd v. Abbott, Dodd », Abbott, and Bircham v. Ab- 

bott, M.R. Last Day for Proof, May 22. 

Wiraiz, ALEXANDER, Baker, formerly of 42 Aldersgate-st., late residing 
in Bouverie-st. (who died on July 16, 1850). Wilkie v. Lobb, V. C. Wood. 





a 
Saul v. . Kin- 


Last Day for Proof, May 21. 
Wren, Joun, Dairyman, Lower Tooting, Surrey (who died in Aug., 1857). 
Re Wren's estate, Langridge v. Wren, M. R. Last Day for Proof, May 22. 


Uinding-up of Joint Stock Compantes. 
TuEspay, April 27, 1858. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

PROTESTANT LiFE AND Fire InsuRANCE AssociaTion.—V. C. Kindersley 
will, at his Chambers, on May 3, at 11.30, appoint an Official Manager in 
the place of Alfred Ainger, who has resigned. 

LiMITED IN BANKRUPTOY. 

METROPOLITAN SALOON OmniBus Company (LimtreD).—A Petition has 
been presented to the Court of Bankruptcy in London, A be es 
for winding-up this Company, which will be heard before Mr. Commis- 
sioner Evans, on May 7, at 11. 

Osoms Hitt Mintxa ComPpaNy (Luwrrep).—A Petition has been presented 
to the Court of Bankruptcy in London, by a Shareholder and Contribu- 
tory, for winding-up this Company, which will be heard before Mr. Com- 
missioner Holroyd, on May 6, at 11. 

Fripay, April 30, 1858. 
UNLIMITED, IN CHANCERY, 

East DEAN CoAL AND Iron Minine Company.—V. C. Kindersley will, 
his Chambers, on May 10, at 12, appoint an Official Manager, 
creditors are required to come in and prove their debts hey. V. C. 
Chambers. 

Inise Waste Lanp Improvement Socitery.—V. C. Kindersley will pro- 
ceed, on May 21, at 11, at his Chambers, to settle the list of con- 
tributories. 

Liversepce Inon Company.—A petition for the%dissolution and winding- 
up of this company was, on April 28, presented to the Master of the 
Rolls by William Gray, which will be heard before the M. R, on May 7. 
Sols. for Petitioner, Dawes & Sons, Angel-ct., Throgmorton-st. 

Nationat Live Srock Insurance CoMPANY. ok petition for the dissolu- 
tion and winding-up of this company was, on April 28, presented to the 
Master of the Rolls, which will be heard on May 7, Sols. for Petitioner, 
Gregory, Skirrow, & Roweliffe, 1 Bedford-row, agents for J., Day, 
Exeter, Solicitor. 


at 
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LimITED, IN BANKRUPTCY. 
Leicester SprInnine Company (Limrrep).—Mr. Commissioner Balguy will 
proceed, on May 18, at 11, at the Court of Bankruptcy at Nottingham. to 
settle the list ot contributories. 


Scotch Sequestrations. 
TursDAaY, April 27, 1858. 
Curr, THomas, Merchant, i. Aberdeen. May 1, at 12; Lemon-tree- 
tavern, Aberdeen. Seg, April 21. 
Gitmovr, New, Wright “ Joiner, Nitshill. May 5, at 1; Miss Dove’s- 


inn, Nitshill. Seg. April 

Grant, James, Merchant, Denber, Cullen. May 7, at 12; Seafield Arms- 
hotel, Cullen. Seq. April 23. 

Gray, CHARLES, Distiller, Glasgow, deceased. April 30, at 1; Faculty- 
hall, St. George’s: py , Glasgow. Seq. April 21. 

M'Conrcuy, New, & Duncan M‘Conecnry, Coach Builders, Glasgow. May 
4, at 12; Faculty-hall, St. Baron gg s-pl., 23. 

M‘Puun, WittraM, Hotel Keeper, 


Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. April 24. 
Scortr, JouN, Clothier, New Deer, May 1, at 2; Lemon-tree-tavern, Aber- 


Ay and Spirit Merchant, Glasgow. May 4, at 2; Faculty- 

hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seq. April 22. 

Surnertanp, Joun (Sutherland a Co.), Merchant, Tain. May 4, at !; 
Royal- -hotel, Tain. Seg. April 21 

‘Tavtor, Perer, Farmer, Capiclaw and Whitagogs, near Lasswade. May 4, 
of 2; 5 aoe ich s Agency Rooms, 44 North Hanover-st., Edinburgh. 

q. April 21. 

Tnomrson, Samvet, Joiner and Geer, Greenock. May 3, at 12; White 
Hart-inn, Greenock. Seg. April 1 

Tyrxe, Joun (John Tyre & Co.), Wool and Commission 
May 4, at 12; Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. 





Tronmonger, » Trustee, H. 
sme vig rat 


Fema’, Aue 
Aamovr, Jonny, her, Kirktonfield, 
May 5, at 1;’ Rose and Thistle-hotel, County-pL. Paisley. pg yt 


















































Buack, ANDREW, Baker, ie vy 5, at 12; Faeculty-hall, St. 
pril 

Grant, JAMES, Merchant, a Callen. May 7, at 12; Seafield Arms: 

hotel, Cullen. Seg, Aj 
, ANDREW, oes and Shoe Manufacturer, — May 10, 

at2; White Hart-inn, , Cathcart-st., Greenock. Seq. April 

Sucra, Cuartes (C. & R Smith), Merchant and Flax neaies, Dundee. 
May 7, at 12; esa poe eee Seq. April 27. 

Wrison, ALExanDeR, Oil and Commission ome omen St. Enoch-sq., Glas- 
gow. ” May 6, at 12; Crow-hotel, George-square, Glasgow. Seq. April 26. 
























RIVATE SANATORIUM.—INVALIDS may 
obtain first-class medical and surgical attendance, careful nursing, 
and — comfort, = to Hyde-park and Kensington-gardens. Terms 


For full particulars opply to Mr. Lovegrove, the resident surgeon, Colby- 
house, Kensington, W. 


BSc, a, REVERSIONARY INTEREST 

SOCIETY, 10, Lancaster-place, Strand.—Persons desirous of dis- 
Reversionary Property, Interests, and Life Policies of Assur- 

ance, oom di do so at this Office to any extent, and for the full value, without 

the delay, expense, and uncertainty of an Auction. 

Forms of Proposal ~_ 4 be obtained at the Office, and of Mr. Hardy, the 

Actuary of the Society, London Assurance Corporation, 7, Royal Exchange. 

JOHN CLAYTON, } uliak Uneiaenahce 
F. S. CLAYTON, . re 



























REVERSIONS AND ANNUITIES. 


AW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
68, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
, Esq., Q.C., Recorder ef London. 
. Senior, Esq., late Master in Chancery. 
. Immediate and Deferred 





granted on a renane tire 
and Forms of Proposal, and all further information, may 


be had at the Office. 
C. B. CLABON, Secretary. 





SPECIAL NOTICE. 


LERICAL, MEDICAL, and GEXERAL LIFE 
ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
13, ST. JAMES’S SQUARE, LONDON, S. W. 
EsTaBLIsHED 1824 
All persons Lg effect Policies on the Partici ipating Scale BEFORE 
E 1858 will be entitled at the NEXT BONUS to one year’s 
eyond later Assurers 
be forwarded to the Office before June 20th. 
as also a statement of the SIXTH BONUS. 
1857, setting forth in detail the whole state and affairs 
especially the jew: gh which will hereafter accrue to 
can be obtained of any of the Society’s Agents, or 
GEORGE H. PIN CKARD, Actuary. 
GEORGE CUTCLIFFE, Assistant Actuary. 
's-square, London, S. W. 
COMMISSION. 
R CENT. on the First Premium, and Five per Cent. on Re- 
allowed to all Members of the Legal Profession. The Com- 
CONTINUED to the Person introducing the Assurance, 
reference to the Channel through which the Premiums may be 
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ACCIDENTS OF EVERY DESCRIPTION. 
£1,000 IN CASE OF DEATH, OR 
A FIXED ALLOWANCE OF £6 PER WEEK 
IN THE EVENT OF INJURY, 
may be secured by an Annual Payment of £3 for a Policy in the 
pews PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE COMPANY. 

special vides persons recei pensation from this 
Company are - ar dee from rn. a nn sar the 
arty causing the injury : an advantage no other Company can offer. 

ONE PERSON in FIFTEEN i I 
injured by accident x ng Robot Rt Srady pest frp Manthey 
tion for Accidents . 

Fomns of =, be had at the Company’s Offices, 
Railway Stations, where, also, Railway Accidents alone 
may be insured against by the journey or year. 


Railway Passengers’ Assurance Ys 
Offices, 3, Old Broad-st., London, Ec 


STHMA.—-ANOTHER IMPORTANT TESTI- 
MONIAL in favour of DR. LOCOCK’S PULMONIC WAFERS. 


WILLIAM J. VIAN, 
Secretary. 








From Mr, W. 4 , surgeon, Canterbruy—* Having heard the 
Wafers very of b who have taken them with 
decided benefit, My spokes! of Uy ptresae v several cases of contirmed 
Aha, aod tele good feta have bee ul a I now recoih- 

Mend them in all obstinate cases.—W. J. Coopgr, Surgeon.” Tnor hove 
most pleasant taste. 1s, 14d., 2s. 9d., and ils. per box. Sold by all 





box of the cenvmve medicine has these words, “ DR. 
” in white letters on a red ground in the Government 
which words ALL ARE COUNTERFEITS AND AN IM- 





dit 





fence, 
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ESSRS. RUSHWORTH and J ARNIS are 
directed by the Mortgagee to SELL by AUCTION, at the. MART, 

on FRIDAY, MAY 14, at Twelve, the excellent RES IDENCE, No. 8, 
PALMER TERRACE, placed on an elevated position, at a it 
from the bustle of the Tigh Holloway-road, between which and the house 
is a spacious lawn, planted with trees, and forming an agreeable pi 
limited to the inhabitants of the terrace. The House contains ten rooms, 
and has a long garden, with gate opening to a road in the rear. 

May be viewed daily, and particulars had at the Mart; at the Angel, 
Islington ; of Mr. Biggs, 3, Holloway-place ; = Mr. Oliver Bao ome Soli- 
citor, 16, Warwick-street, Regent-street ; and of Messrs. Rushworth and 
Jarvis, Saville-row, Regent-street, and 19, Change-alley, Cornhill. 

YORK PLACE, PORTMAN SQUARE.—Two capital Leasehold Family Re- 
sidences, with Stabling, one with possession, the other let on lease, and 
suitable for investment. 


ESSRS. RUSHWORTH and JARVIS are 
directed by the Representative of the late Giles Redmayne, Esq., to 

SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, on FRIDAY, MAY 14, at Twelve, in 
Two Lots, a very superior FAMILY RESIDENCE, situate No. 30, on the 
west side of YORK PLACE, near the Regent’s-park, containing every 
accommodation for a family of the highest oe including eight 
bed-chambers, dressing and bath-rooms, a suite of three elegant lofty 
drawing-rooms, a noble dining-room, large library, handsome entrance 
hall and staircase, strong-room, &c., ample domestic offices in the base- 
ment, and a wash-house, laundry, double coach-house, and six-stall stable, 
with coachman’s dwelling-rooms, &c., in the rear; held for an 
term of thirty years from Lady y-day last, at a ground rent of £35. This 
house was occupied by the late. Mr. Redmayne, and will be sold with pos- 
session.—Also a Capital RESIDENCE, No. 27, YORK PLACE, with coach- 
house and stabling in the rear, held at a ground rent of £25 for the like 
term, and let on lease to Alexander Anderson, Esq., Surgeon, for twenty- 
one years from Lady-day last, and offers a good investment. 

The house No. 30 can be viewed daily. No. 27 may be seen only by 
mission of the tenant. Particulars may be obtained of J. C. Rutter, 
Solicitor, 4, Ely-place, Holborn; and at the Offices of Messrs. Rush 
and Jarvis, Saville-row, Regent-street, and 19, Change-alley, Cornhill. 





LEASEHOLD INVESTMENT, comprising Five Genteel Residences, with 
Gardens, forming the whole of Surrey-terrace, in the Coburg-road, Old 
Kent-road, producing a rental of £108 6s. per annum. 


ESSRS. RUSHWORTH and JARVIS will SELL 

by AUCTION, at the MART, on FRIDAY, MAY 14, at TWELVE, 

Lot, a compact LEASEHOLD ESTATE, comprising Nos. 1 to 5, 

Surrey-terrace, an open, airy situation in the Coburg-road, a short distance 

beyond the Green Man-gate, Old Kent-road. Each house is planned for a 

genteel family, with fore-court, and garden in the rear extending 110 feet. 

Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 5 are let to respectable tenants, and No. 3 is in hand. 
Term fifty years, direct from the freeholder. Ground rent, £21. 

No. 3 may be viewed daily, and Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 5, with permission of 
the tenants, and particulars had at the "Bee Hive, Coburg: road ; at the 
Mart; of John Blachford, Esq., Solicitor, 10, Bucklersbury ; and of Messrs. 
ao and Jarvis, Saville-row, Regent-street, and 19, Change-alley, 





KENSINGTON PARK, eo a eee Leasehold Houses, 
both for occupation and in 


ESSRS. RUSHWORTH and "SARV ARVIS will SELL 
by AUCTION, at the MART, on FRIDAY, MAY 14, at TWELVE, 
in Five Lots, Three semi-detached VILLA RESIDENCES, with walled 
gardens, Nos. 1, 7, and 8, Hanover-terrace Villas, 
best part of Notting-hill, held by separate leases for 
ceeding eighty years, at moderate ground rents. No. | is let for a term of 
three years from Midsummer, 1856, at £100 per annum; No. 7 is let to a 
yearly tenant at £80 per annum ; and No. 8 is at present untenanted, and 
will be sold with possession. An excellent detached residence in the Italian 
style, with lavge garden, No. 21, Landsdowne-crescent, likewise held for an 
unexpired term of upwards of eighty years, at low ground rent, and to be 
sold with possession ; also some capital stabling, No. 7, Ladbroke-mews, 
held for an unexpired term of sixty-six years, at a peppercorn rent, and let 
at £25 per annum. 
Printed particulars may now be had at the Mart; and of Messrs. 
—e and Jarvis, Saville-row, Regent-street, and 19, Change-alley, 
rnhill. 





TWICKENHAM MEADOWS, opposite to Richmond-hill and Petersham- 
oods, 


Ww 

ESSRS. RUSHWORTH and. JARVIS have 
received instructions from the joint Residuary Legatees to SELL by 
AUCTION (with immediate possession), at the MART, in the month of 
MAY (unless an acceptable offer be previously made by private contract), 
the important ESTATE, well known as Twickenham-meadows, for many 
years the residence of the late Archdeacon Cambridge. The house, an 
elegant compact possessing suitable accommodation for a ae 
sized establishment, with garden, lawn, detached 

buildings, stands on a ridge’ slightly rising from the ee mark ties 
acres, commanding a view of the river and of the 

hill and Petersham- peny: It is 


best parts of Richm FH Die on ay 
lodge entrance from the high road } iucond bse, andi 
within ten minutes’ walk of the railway sta‘ 

ham. It has long been known as one of the tah heating and teamed 


spots in the neighbourhood of London, and having an extensive 
the river, it presents singular opportunities for erecting a ow naitheanl 
detached villas, which would command equally beautiful views. The value 
of the property, either as a residence or in reference toits future capabilities 


} for extensive building operations, will be best ascertained by a personal 


, rendered easy by its vicinity to ahs en 


Particulars and plans may in due time be had of 


por gepang “pane “ook | Newman, "solitary 18, 4 eg ae 
veyors and Auctioneers, favilie-row, i igneous, ond 1, Change-allay, 
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BRYANSTON SQUARE, and CHARLES STREET, BERKELEY SQUARE. 
—Very desirable Leasehold Property, producing a rental of £612 per 
annum, and presenting secure investments for capital. 


ESSRS. RUSHWORTH and JARVIS will 
SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, on FRIDAY, MAY 14, at 
TWELVE, in Five Lots, the capital LEASEHOLD FAMILY RESIDENCE, 
situate No. 20, on the east side of Bryanston-square, near Hyde-park, with 
good stabling in the rear, let on lease to a gentleman of the highest re- 
spectability, at the moderate rent of £270 per annum, and held for fifty- 
one years, at a ground rent; a sct of leasehold stabling, being No. 12, 
Bryanston-mews West, late in the occupation of Lord Middieton, at £42 a- 
year, and now in hand. The leasehold resid , fash bly situate, 1, 
Charles-street, one door from Berkeley-square, held by original lease from 
Lord Segrave, let on lease at £120 per annum; No, 2, Charles-street, let 
on lease at £34 per annum; No. 3, Charles-street, let on lease at £96 per 
annum ; each Lot will form a most desirable property for investment, quite 
worthy of the attention of the capitalist. 

May be viewed with permission of the tenants, and particulars had at the 
Mart ; of Messrs. F. & E. Dowding & Burne, Solicitors, Bath; of E.J. 
Hoyten, Esq., Solicitor, 14, Furnival’s-inn, Holborn; and of Messrs. Rush- 
worth & Jarvis, Saville-row, Kegent-street, and 19, Change-alley, Cornhill. 








ST. JOHN’S WOOD.—Highly valuable Leasehold Property, suitable for 
the investment of capital, eligib situate in and near the New Finchley- 
road, held for long terms at ground rents; being a portion of the estates 


of the late John Edwards, Esq. 
ESSRS. RUSHWORTH and JARVIS are 


directed by the Executors to prepare for SALE by AUCTION, on 
FRIDAY, MAY 21, in several Lots, RABY HOUSE, WELLESLEY HOUSE, 
and Nos. 21 & 35, New Finchiey-road, and Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, & 5, Upper 
Eamont-terrace, 
Further particulars will be announced in future advertisements.—Saville- 
row, Regent-street, and 19, Change-alley, Cornhill, March 27, 1858. 





REGENT’S PARK.—The superior Family Residence, situate No. 1, Cum- 
berland-place, with Stabling, held for sixty-seven years, at a ground rent, 
let on lease to a tenant of the highest respectability, producing a net 
income of £235 per annum, and presenting an eligible investment ; also 
the Stabling, Nos. 49 to 54, in Chester-mews, held at a peppercorn. 


N ESSRS. RUSHWORTH and JARVIS beg to 
announce that they have DISPOSED of the whole of the Extensive 
and Valuable PROPERTY of the late W. M. Nurse, Esq., on the Crown 
Estate, in the Regent’s-park, with the exception of THREE LOTS, which 
they are directed by the executors to SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, 
on FRIDAY, MAY 21, at Twelve :—Lot | will comprise a capital and very 
spacious Residence, containing four rooms on the ground floor, elegant 
drawing-rooms, and three floors of bed-chambers, delightfully situate No. 
1, Cumberland-place, being one of a group of four houses, with an orna- 
mental enclosure in front, placed in a cheerful position between Chester and 
Cumberland-terraces, together with the excellen} Stabling, Nos. 57 and 58, 
Chester-mews. This lot is let on lease to J. P. Fearon, Esq., at a rent of 
£399 a year, and held for sixty-seven years, at a ground rent. Lot 2. The 
Stabling and Coach-houses, Nos. 50, 51, 52, 53, and 54, Chester-mews, let 
at rents amounting to £58 per annum. Lot 3. No. 49, Chester-mews, in 
hand. Lots 2 and 3 are each held for sixty-six years, at a peppercorn. 
May be viewed with permission of the tenants, and particulars had at the 
Mart; of E. Bannister, Esq., Solicitor, 13, John-street, Bedford-row ; and 
of Messrs. Rushworth and Jarvis, Saville-row, Regent-street, and 19, 


Change-alley, Cornhill. 
\ ESSRS. RUSHWORTH and JARVIS have re- 
+ ceived directions from the noble owner to announce for SALE by 
AUCTION, early in the month of JUNE next, a very beautiful ESTATE, 
situate in the parishes of Christchurch and Ringwood, comprising upwards 
of 1,450 acres, and including an elegant and commodious Cottage Ornée on 
the bank of the river Avon, with excellent shooting and fishing, and a pack 
of harriers within four miles of the honse, rendering it attractive as an 
ional resid for a nob or gentleman of fortune, combined 
with a d bie landed in 
Particulars, with lithographic plans and view of the house, are preparing, 
and more detailed advertisements, with the day of sale, will shortly 


appear. 
Saville-row, W., April, 1858. 





HAMPSHIRE.—Preliminary Notice. 











WARWICKSHIRE, near to SOUTHAM.—A Freehold Manor Farm of 350 
acres, principally grass land, possessing an occasional right of presenta- 
tion to a small living. 


ESSRS. DAVIS and VIGERS have instructions 
to SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, LONDON, early in JUNE, 
the RADBOURN ESTATE and MANOR, a highly improvable Farm, 
situate near to the Southam-road and Harbury Station on the Birmingham 
and Oxford Junction Railway, three miles from Southam, nine from 
Daventry, ten from Leamington, and thirteen from Rugby ; comprising 
350 acres, principally old pasture, much of which may be profitably con- 
verted into rich arable, lying level, within a ring fence, and haviug the 
Welsh-road from Southam to Priors Marston, and the Oxford and Birming- 
ham Canal passing throngh it. It is provided with a good farm residence 
and buildings, is free from tithes (a payment of £10 a year to the rector 
excepted), and has hitherto been exempt from parish rating, and is in the 
cceupation of a tenant of twenty-five years’ standing at an original rent of 
£356 per annum, dating from a period of low prices, but whose holding is 
determinable at Michaelmas. The right of presentation once in four 
times to the rectory of Radbourn (a living without cure of souls), pro- 
ducing £40 a year, appertains to the estate. 

Particulars, with plans, may shortly be had at the Craven Anns, 
Southam ; the Wheatsheaf, Daventry ; the White Lion, Banbury; the Ke- 
gent, Leamington; of James Innes, Esq., Wroxton, near Banbury; and in 

, Of Messrs, Farrer, Ouvrey, & Varrer, 66, Lincoln’s-inn-fields; at 
the Estate Exchange, Change- » Cornhill; the Mart; and of the Auc- 
tioncers, 3, Yrederick’s-place, Old Jewry, E.C. 


FREEHOLD RESIDENCE at SEWARDSTONE, Essex.—For Investment 


or Mee are 

ESSRS. DAVIS and VIGERS are instructed by 
Mortgagees to SELL BY AUCTION, at the MART, the 
Bank of England, on TUESDAY, MAY 25, at TWELVE for ONE o'clock, a 
comfortable and convenient COTTAGE RESIDENCE, with stabling for 

three horses, and well-arranged g ardens, freehold, and land-tax 
most agreeably situate in a very beautiful part of the county, aside the 
high road, about 11} miles from London, two from Waltham-abbey, and 
about one mile (by footpath) tram Ponder’s-end Station on the Northern 
and Eastern Railway. Possession will be given to the purchaser on com. 
pletion, and it is believed that msadow land adjoining may be had at a fair 

rice. 

The cottage may be viewed, and particulars, with conditions of sale, may 
be had of the Inns in the neighboureod ; of Messrs. Devonshire and Wal- 
linger, Solicitors, 8, Old Jewry ; the Mart ; the Estate Exchange, Change- 
alley, Cornhill; on the Premises; and at the Auctioneer’s Office, 3, 
Frederick’s-place, Old Jewry. 





FREEHOLD BUILDING LAND, CAMBERWELL, Surrey. 
ESSRS. DAVIS and VIGERS are instructed to 
SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, in Lots, on TUESDAY, MAY 

25,at TWELVE for ONE, five Acres of FREEHOLD LAND, 
eligible and desirable for building purposes, lying between the Cam 
New-road and the Vassal-road, midway between Kennington Church and 
Camberwell-green, being the remainder of an estate laid out for building 
purposes, the greater portion of which has been drained and the roads 
made, and building already commenced thereon. The property may be 
viewed till the sale. 

Particulars and conditions of sale, with plans, may be had at the Horns 
Tavern, Kennington ; the Redcap, Camberwell-green; the Green Man, 
Brixton; the Estate Exchange, 19, Change-alley, Cornhill; at the Mart; 
of F. West, Esq., 3, Charlotte-row, Mansion-house ; of C. J. G. 39, 
Great James-street, Bedford-row ; and of the Auctioneers, 3, Frederick’s- 
place, Old Jewry. 











NEAR NEWMARKET.—A singularly-desirable Freehold Farm, with a 
commodious Family Residence, and superior Sporting. 
ESSRS. DAVIS and VIGERS are directed to 
OFFER by AUCTION, at the MART, London, on TUESDAY, the 
25th day of MAY, at One o’clock, a FREEHOLD ESTATE, known as the 
Chevely-green Farm, comprising 225a. 2r. 34p. of very productive land, 
with farm cottages and buildings, and a detached residence, adapted for s 
gentleman’s family, situate in the parishes of CHEVELY, KIRTLING, and 
ASHLEY, in the county of Cambridge, only three miles from Newmarket, 
easily accessible by rail from London, Cambridge, and the North of Eng- 
land, in a remarkably healthy district, and surrounded by a fine open 
country, affording very superior sporting, and in itself a most successful 
preserve ; altogether offering an attractive residential property, and a sound 
and remunerative investment. The house and about 35 acres are in hand; 
the rest is in the occupation of tenants, who are under notice to quit at 
Michaelmas, to give the purchaser the option of possession of the land. 
Particulars, with pians and sketch of the house, &c., may be had at the 
tutiand Arms, Newmarket; the Bull, Cambridge; and in London, at the 
Mart; at the Estate Exchange, Change-alley, Cornhill; of Messrs. Scar- 
borough and Alderson, Solicitors, 5, Bloomsbury-square, W.C.; and of 


_— Davis and Vigers, Land Agents, 3, F rick’s-place, Old Jewry, 





BAYSWATER.—Long Leasehold Property for Investment and Occupation. 
ESSRS. WINSTANLEY are instructed, b 

’ Administrator, to offer for SALE by AUCTION, at the MART, Bar- 
tholomew-lane, the latter end of MAY, TWO well-built, modern, semi- 
detached VILLA RESIDENCES, situate and being Nos. 5 and 6, Danson- 
place, suitable to the requirements of moderate establishments, the former 
let on lease, at £75 per annum, and the latter in hand; both held by 
separate leases for unexpired terms of 86} years, at the low ground-rent of 
£12 and £10 respectively. 

Printed particulars in due course of Messrs. J."and W.'Meymott, Soli- 
citors, 5, Albion-place, Blackfriars; at the Royal Oak, near the property; 
place of sale; and of Messrs. Winstanley, 10, Paternoster-row, E. C. 
REGENT’S-PARK.—Residerce, with Possession. 

ESSRS. WINSTANLEY have received instruc- 
tions to SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, on THURSDAY, MAY 6, 
pursuant to a decree made in a cause “ Blake v. Hoggart and Others,” the 
desirable LEASEHOLD RESIDENCE, No. 47, York-terrace, Regent’s-park, 
in good repair, and containing four bed-rooms, an inner room, and a water- 
closet ; two drawing-rooms communicating, dining room with steps 
into the garden, breakfast room, paved entrance hall, lobby, and water- 
closet ; kitchen, scullery, larder, butler’s try, water-closet, 
&c.; held under the Crown for a term of ninety-nine years from 5th July, 
1822, at a ground rent of £39 6s. per annum, and lately let at £130 per 


annum. 
Printed particulars may be obtained of Mr, Charles Blake, Solicitor, No. 4, 
Serjeants’-inn, Temple, E.C.; of Messrs. Clayton, , and Waine- 
wright, Solicitors, 6, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C.; at the Mart; and 
of Messrs. Winstanley, 10, Paternoster-row, E.C. 





OLD BROAD STREET, CITY. — Valuable Freehold Premises, let at £250 


r annum. 
Messrs. WINSTANLEY. have received instruc- 
tions to SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, on THURSDAY, 
MAY 6, pursuant to a Decree, made in a cause “ Blake v. Hoggart and 
Others,” a valuable FREEHOLD PROPERTY ; comprising the substan- 
tially-built premises, No. 62, OLD BROAD STREET, the corner of Crown- 
court, and nearly opposite the City Club, a situation of the first importance 
for lle or other businses, and which have been for many years in 
the oecupation of Messrs, Norton, Hoggart, and ‘Trist (who are now yearly 
tenants), at the very low rent of only £250 per annum, 
Printed particulars may be obtained of Mr. Charles Blake, Solicitor, 4, 
’-inn, bey ve E.C.; of Messrs. Clayton 











‘and Waine- 
wright, Lincoln'einn, W.0. ; at the place of sale; 
and of , Paternoster-row, E.C. oH 
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CoPpigzs CAN BE BOUND ON THE FOLLOWING 
perms:—THe JOURNAL snp REPORTER, In sepa- 
RATE VOLUMES, CLOTH, 2s, 6d. PER VOLUME; HALF CALF, 
4s. 6d. PER VOLUME. C COVERS FOR BINDING CAN BE 
SUPPLIED AT 1s. 3d. EACH. THE TWO SENT FREE BY POST 
yor 36 stamps. READING CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 
FOR A YEAR ARE NOW READY, 3s. 6d. EACH.—ORDERS 
TO BE SENT TO THE PUBLISHER. 

orders should be made payable at the BRANCH 
MONEY-ORDER OFFICE, Chancery-lane, to WILLIAM 
DRAPER, 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, London, W.C. It is 
particularly requested that ALL Drafts and Post-office Orders 
be crossed “ G Co.” 

A complete index of the current volume is now open for reference, 
at the Publishing Office, free of charge. Te eae och be 
regularly made up as each successive number appears. 

We cannot notice any communication unless accompanied by the 
name and address of the writer. 

Advertisements can be received at the Office until six o'clock on 
Friday evening. 

*,* Any error or delay occurring in the transmission of this 
Journal to Subscribers should be immediately communicated to 

the Publisher. 
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ALLEGED DELAYS IN CHANCERY. 
A very unsatisfacto ae 
ry in the Court of Chancery, took place in 
the House of Lords on Monday rae On the one 
side the most exaggerated representations were given as 
to the actual state of the business in chambers, and the 
mode of conducting it; and, by a natural reaction, this 
was met, on the part of the present and some former 
Chancellors, by a Senedition to deny the necessity for 
any improvement at all. Reformers like Lord Lifford, 
who pitch their complaints in too high a key, do more 
to prevent reasonable amendments than the most Eldonite 
admirers of the status guo. An advocate of reform, who 
desired to. defeat his own purpose, could not do better 
than select as a prominent grievance a case which, even 
if his information were accurate, had nothing whatever 
to do with the defects in the machinery which he wished 
toimprove. This was exactly the course Lord Lifford 
. He made a great point of the assumed neglect of 
the Court of Chancery, in the ent of the Irish 
estates of a certain infant. The charge was, that the 
receiver had performed his functions so ill, that only 
half the rents had been got in, until the cause was 
handed over to the Court of Chancery in Ireland, when 
everything was immediately put upon a satisfactory foot- 
ing, and the full rental was regularly recovered. The 
given suggest that the real difficulty arose from 
state of Irish agriculture at the time when 
of the English Court; 
were not so, the complaint simply re- 
solves to this, that the ies interested in the 
ie tinned so ster te inefficient receiver, and had taken 
provement in the practice of the Court can guard against 
et i ord ehaced achersdertho hens 
be done is to an op ity to every 
( to have the powers of the Court exerted 
& proper manner for his ion. It is certain 
that there is neither difficulty nor delay in obtaining the 
sanction of the Court to the removal of an incompetent 
Tecelver, and that the circumstances referred to by Lord 
ve 


E 


z 
E 


Lifford no bearing whatever on the subject of his 
general complaint—viz. that the business in chambers is 
not conducted as Mo gy Ho it might be under a more 
pw spied organisation. Unfortunately, the case of the 
minor gave an rtunity to those who were 
wat oe sia Ge Sy ve the real gri 


discussion, on the subject of | j 


to make him perform his duty. No im- 


one which had been so injudiciously coupled with it. 
Somethifg like a triumph was given to the obstructive 
— through the indiscretion of Lord Lifford’s reforming 


So far as the state of business in chambers was referred 
to, the tone both of the present and late Chancellor 
offers little encouragement to those who are anxious to 
see the improvements in the Court of Chancery carried 
to the hi fest possible level of efficiency. 

Lord Cranworth said, no doubt with perfect accuracy, 
that the alleged delays of the Court were immensely ex- 
aggerated, and went so far as to suggest (which every 
_eacgpang knows to be incorrect) that the charge of 

lay was wholly without foundation. Many months 
ago the Council of the Incorporated Law Society sub- 
mitted to Lord Cranworth, then on the woolsack, a re- 
port on the subject of delays and defects in the offices 
of the Court of Chanatey. The Incorporated Law So- 
ciety is not a body which will be bgp. bp by the public 
of unduly magni the delays that occur in judicial 
business. The natural bias of its members must be to 
defend the courts in which they practise against the 
violent’ and unfair attacks which are constantly being 
made against them. Yet these gentlemen were so 
convinced of the necessity for some reform that, 
after minutely discussing the causes of the delays 
which it was impossible to deny, they pressed on the 
Chancellor their conviction that the success of one of 
the test improvements ever made in the practice of 
the Court was imperilled by the state of business in the 


judges chambers. 
ith the exception of the customary promise to take 
the communication into consideration, we believe that 
no attention has been paid to the remonstrance urged on 
behalf of the profession ; and, in spite of the experience 
of actual practitioners to the contrary, Lord Cranworth 
declines to entertain the idea that the Court of Chancery 
is capable of improvement. The gga Chancellor, we 
are sorry to see, takes the tone of his predecessor. 
had made, he said, some little inquiry into the 
subject of proceedings in chambers, and was able 
to deny the existence of any general impression 
that the business was conducted in an inefficient 
manner. The denial, however, does not to the 
root of the matter. No one says that the chief clerks 
are inefficient. On the contrary, it is a matter of 
surprise that they are able to get through the enor- 
mous amount of work cast upon them with so much 
expedition as they do. But it is nevertheless true, that 
they are loaded with burdens never intended for them, 
aa that their proper work is seriously delayed in con- 
sequence. They perform functions which the late statutes 
intended to throw upon the ju themselves ; and until 
the judicial staff is strengthened so as to allow the Vice- 
Chancellors to devote much more time to the judicial 
part of the chamber business, it will still be impossible 
for the chief clerks, zealous and efficient as they are, to 
—_ the administrative work that belongs to them 
with satisfactory . We do not know whether Lord 
Sapa whith wer wo vrungsly migiowel Wr ter 
rt which was so ly nm 
Cianeilter. but we are sure that ior cannot sud it with- 
out feeling his conviction of the absolute perfection of 
the existi ents of his Court somewhat shaken. 
We sho’ J be the last to join in Soenenting the preju- 
dice which has been transferred from the old Court of 
Chancery, which really deserved the odium that attached 
to it, to a reformed tribunel, which needs only the com- 
pletion of improvements already inaugurated by Parlia- 
ment, to render it the most effective and speedy court 
in the ret But for bap: Baroy we cannot but 
. regret that ievances shou oe by those 
in authority, — a pretext afforded etiggunsed 
complaints,which the public are always ready enough 
ee institution which has succeeded to 
inheritance of a bad name. Although 








great change called for in the practice has been 
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and has proved itself successful by the experience of five 
OF ae Feats 15 bee nor, et been fully 8 i » OF 
entirely developed ; and it is not unlikely that @ govern- 
ment, which should finish the work of its predecessors, 
would get eyen more than its own share of credit for 
the reforms. The Conservative party, who haye boasted 
of their zeal in the amendment of the law, have now an 
easy opportunity of proving their sincerity. Lord Derby 
could not easily win more palerily than by giving the 
last touch to Chancery reform; and we shall not wil- 
lingly helieye that Lord Chelmsford would be backward 
in a matter which concerns both the reputation of his 
own court and the credit of the administration with 
which he is connected. : 


& 


_ THE BAR EXAMINATIONS. 

Our readers are probably aware that a system has 
now been some years established under which admission 
to the privileges of the English bar is obtained either 
by attending certain courses of public lectures, or by 
passing an examination, oral and written, held by the 
ecturers under the authority of the Inns of Court. 
The old practice of acquiring a qualification by pining a 
certain number of days in halt was an easy theme for 
ridicule. A good deal might also be said against the 
modern plan of Enowlee, the student an authorised 





fountain of legal knowledge, to which if he betakes him- 
self, that is enough, whether he draws from it or not. 
But if he does not profess to haye applied to this recog- 
nised source of learning, then he must submit to a test 
of the result of his unaided studies. As formerly the 
benchers compelled attendance at dinner, but could not 
oblige 4 man to dine; so now they can make him come 
to lecture, but they cannot, or, at least, they do not, 
force him to listen to the lecturer. However, it was 
felt that this arrangement was the best prectcable com- 
promise between the upholders of an old abuse and the 
enlightened partizans of reform, and it. was viewed with 
toleration as a small but yaluable advance in the face of 
great difficulties, and as a pledge that with the growth 
of improved ideas a more complete apie ion of sound 
principles would become possible. But it appears that 
the friends of educational reform have need e an abun- 
dant store of patience, for not only has no further 
progress been either made or promised, but there is 
reason to fear that, in some influential quarters, a dispo- 
sition exists to undo the little that has been done, and 
to restore the ancient abuses in unimpaired life and 
vigour. It is eertenly astonishing, and might, without 
proof, appear incredible that, in London, and among men 
who have spent their lives in mingling with the world, 
it should be possible to find the elements of an associa- 
tion which can thus deliberately place itself in the most 
unpopular and odious aspect, and proyoke a hostile in- 
vestigation into the tenure by which it enjoys its privi- 
leges. We suppose it will not be denied that the pro- 
perty and the powers by the Inns of Court 
im upon them, at least in the view of everybody 
but themselves, the performance of eertain duties, 
should the right of calling members to the bar be vested 
in these bodies, ¢ as a trust to be exercised for the 
public benefit? Why should the right of pleading at 
the bar be limited to those persons who haye gone 
through the forms prescribed and paid the fees exacted 
by these societies? If the Inns of Court are taking all 
precautions to ensure that the profession of adv 
shall be accessible to none but gentlemen well instruc 

in general literature, and in the theory and practice of 
the law, they are doing their duty to the nation well, 
and nobody would desire to interfere with their per- 
formance of it. But if they are not doing, or even 
trying to do this, and actuall 

are bound to do it, while 
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more 4 and venerable institutions will long con, 
tinue to be overawed by the antiquity and. high preten- 
sions of the Inns of Court. 

It is a great public object to provide, if possible, for 
the education of a race of English lawyers, pon of 
grappling with the evils which arise from the enormous 
mass and profound intricacy of our law. We endeavour 
to encourage such projects for its partial amelioration ag 
are from time to time brought forward, but in truth the 
mischief lies beyond the reach of palliation, and no reform 
really worthy of the name can be until our 
reformers have been thoroughly educated for their task. 
Looking at the legislation of the last vet eps and 
supposing the manufacture of statutes of ar texture 
to proceed at the same rate, it really appears that the 
intellects of judges and counsel must soon be over- 
whelmed by the unwieldy burthen laid upon them. 
But must the task of legislating for the wants of a 
highly civilised society be abandoned as beyond human 
power? If we knew no more than the history of our 
own past attempts to solve this problem, we might weil 
resign ourselves to despair. But the example of the 
Romans teaches us that better success is not impossible, 
and the fruit of the labours of their jurists remains. to 
give hope and direction to our own. It is the experience 
of all who have given attention to the Roman law, 
that it appears to suggest methods by which the com- 
plications of our own cases and statutes might be reduced 
to something like order, so that the mind of the 1 
student might have leisure for some other effort than that 
of memory, which now is kept ceaselessly at work, and 
yet often proves unequal to its task. We believe that 
in the extended study of general jurisprudence lies the 
only hope of delivering the English law from the im- 
a peril of becoming a mass of 2 ble con- 

ion. To promote and encourage this study a pears 
therefore, wb one of the chief duties of the i 
Court, unless it is to be conceded to them that they are 
not bound to teach any law at all, or only such law as 
will most speedily put the student into the way of 
earning guineas. mething has been done under 
wor new system of pe yhd and examinations to warn 
the risin neration of lawyers against a too 
and excliaive addiction to the tccbnicalities ap 
own law. The efforts of the lecturers in this 
direction have obtained considerable Biv wore and it 
would be nothing less than a public 7 
progress of legal education were to be now vgitaihhg 
through the incapacity of the Inns of Court to under- 
stand their obligations to society, 


The readers of this Journal may fairly songrytnlete heme 
oct yu ep their own ry ho ms 
as long been upon a sounder footing, and th 
privileged body has the power to in its prejudices or 
its fancied interests to prevent the education of the soli- 
citor from being improved tothe highest practicable point, 
The examinations now held by the Incorporated Law 
Society furnish a reliable tee that every cer 
his 
made for 


tifieated practitioner has actually learned 

It is hoped, too, that arrangements will soon 
exaeting from all future aspirants to the professi 
dence that they have received a liberal education. Vi 
this has been done the Incorporated Law Society w 


au 


bourhood. Surely it would be very reasonable that the 


great privileges of an English barrister should be bestowed 


ith mone, Kasten OF Jane, serletnene, Sean ie euarvinn SS 

itting a solicitor. It ma ight, or it may 

maingain ties pore in thelr 1 extent; but of this 
i are conferred 


we feel se sure, t 
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it really is quite essential to the working of our social 
m that all le means be used to train 
ese barristers properly for the multifarious duties 
cast upon them. Of course, we do not say that 
education by lectures, seo study, and examinations 
can teach that which is learned by actual practice. But 
as we are likely to see appointments to judgeships and 
commissionerships made, whether by Liberals or Con- 
servatives, pretty much ppon the same principle ag has 
prevailed hitherto, a good deal is gained by providir 
that Dowb shall only be taken care of on condition that 
e = complied with strict educational requirements. 
As it is @ ge rule that men in power will advance 
their own friends, we must endeavour to la 
enforce some rule as to the intellectual qualificat 
i i — extensive in its 
plication. The interests of the Bar itself, no less than 
ie interests of society, demand that the Inns of Court 
ould complete the reform they have begun, by render- 
ing the final examination compulsory on all candidates ; 
on by offering such further encouragement as may be 
possible to the study of the general principles of legal 
i¢ If the Inns of Court, or any of them, dispute, 
or seek to evade their obligation to do this, we think it 
is high time for Parliament to interfere, and take out of 
their hands a trust which they confess their intention of 
a ; 


~<a 


Legal News. 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
(Sittings in Banco.) 
The Queen vy. Morris.—Aprii 19. 
Mr. Bovill, Q. C. (with whom was Mr. Field), moved for a 
rule ae | upon Sir John Armine Morris to show cause why 
q ¢rimin: 





information should not be filed against him for 
sending the following letter to the applicaat, a member of the 
Chancery bar, whose name was not mentioned :— 
Carlton Club, Pall Mall, London, March 18. 
Sir,—I have waited until the Vice-Chancellor has delivered his judg- 
ment ‘‘Re Morris v. Morris” to write to express to you my opinion con- 
boven puree which is, that a more contemptible scoundrel than your- 
‘ords be » 0 t I fer- 
vei See al pi Be ib eis ee -- <4 ite a due 
punishment for concocting and uttering the vile falseh and calumnies 
you did at the Examiner’s office. 
; Pac a omen you to throw be the Ler R you a4 Ys 
~ fepecite hietnee Th the ve bys It is not | alt to rok) the 
te of such unmitigated liars, drels, and defi Ss as you and they 
ap be penteeet to be by all men not barristers, J. A. M. 
rd CAMPBELL asked on what ground the learned counsel 
rested his application? Was the letter considered as a libel on 
the general body of the profession? His Lordship remembered 
that ‘when he was at the bar an application was made for a 
criminal informtion for a libel on the general body of brewers. 
. Mr. Bovill said, he did not think the bar would assume that 
it applied to them. The learned counsel then proceeded to ex- 
plain the circumstances out of which the letter arose. It 
Sir John Armine Morris had filed a bill in Chancery 
own naine and that of his infant son against his mother, 
Lady Morris, to recover compensation for waste, and in the in- 
which ensued one material question was, whether Sir J. 
rvis was married, and whether the infant son was legiti- 
mate, Sir J. A. Morris was cross-examined on these points, 
and numerous questions were put to him calculated to elicit the 
fact. He was also cross-examined to show that he had been 
expelled from Sandhurst, and when a commission had been pur- 
chased for him in the army, that he had been compelled,to sell out in 
of his misconduct. The learned counsel read the 
notes of the cross-examination, from which it appeared that Sir 
J. A. Morris virtually admitted the misconduct ey to him 
in the and at Sandhurst; and with respect to ras ee 
he scknowiedge ~ he had been secretly married, and that 
had not in his wife to his father or mother, or to any 
pes at his frmily, except one ty named Cecilia. The 
cross-examinati 








the 





peace. Theapplicant stated that he had never seen Sir J.A. Morris 
before or since, and that he asked the questions in the discharg 
of his duty as barrister. Such a letter as this, he submitted 
constituted an interference with the adminstrationsof justice, 
and could not be permitted. 

Lord CAMPBELL said, he thought the Court ought to grant 
a rule to show cause, on the ground that it was an in 
with the administration of justice. There being no publication 
to a third person, it could not be proceeded against as a libel; 
but it was an interference with the administration of justice, 
addressed to a gentleman who swore that he did no more than 
act according to his instructions. 

Mr. Justice WigHTMAN said he was of the same opinion, 
upon that ground. 

Rule nisi granted. 

Re Daniell, an Attorney.—May 6. 

The Attorney-General (with whom was Mr. J. A. Russell) 
showed cause against a rule which had been granted, to strike 
an attorney —Thomas Daniell—off the roll of the Conrt. The 
attorney carried on business at Amersham, and the application 
to strike him off the roll had been made by another attorney 
named Charsley and two persons named Lowdon. Charsley 
alleged that Daniell had been admitted an attorney without the 
service required by the Act of Parliament, and the other par- 
ties alleged that he (Daniell), who had acted as their agent, 
neglected to render proper accounts. The Attorney-General 
said, he had an affidayit, which showed that Daniell had been 
from twenty to twenty-five years clerk in an attorney’s office, 
and which denied every one of the other charges made against 
him; and he asked whether, under the circumstances, the counsel 
for the applicants wished to have any further investigation, for, 
if so, the matter should be referred to the Master. 

Mr. J. Wilde, Q.C. (with whom was Mr. Garth) denied that 
all the charges were satisfactorily answered, and wished that 
the case should be further investigated, and that he might have 
the opportunity of filing other affidavits. 

Lord CaMPBELL said, the case should be referred generally 
to the Master. On all occasions the Court had just reason to 
be satisfied with the manner in which the Masters di 
their duties; but in matters of this kind they had alwaysshown 
the most anxious care to get at the truth. It would be left to 
the discretion of the Master whether he would receive affidayits 
or would examine witnesses viv& voce. 

Mr. Wilde—The Master will have full power to call for 
books and papers? 

The A -General.—It will be referred generally to the, 
Master, who will have power to call parties before him. 

Lord CAMPBELL.—RBe it so.—Rule accordingly. 


COURT OF PROBATE. 
(Before Sir C. CRESSWELL.) 
In the Goods of John Harrison (deceased )—“ _ onientious 
Business." —April 26. 

Mr. Thompson rose to move, on the part of the representative 
of a creditor, for a grant of letters of administration of thé 
goods of the deceased; but 

Sir C. CREsSWELL said, this was one of the cases with respect 
to which Mr. Warren was about te take the opinion of the 
House of Commons. In the meantime he should adhere to his 
own view of the statute, and therefore decline to hear a gentle- 
man who was not an advocate. 

Mr. Thompson said, the widow and next of kin had been 
cited, and he was informed that the case had been entered in 
the registry with the contentious business. 

Sir C, CRESSWELL said, as this was not a cause of proviag a 
will in solemn form, and as notwithstanding the citation there 
was no appearance, he could not hold that it was contentious 
business. 

The motion was renewed before the rising of the Court by 
Dr. Mi and refused on the ground, inter alia, thas 
there was no affidavit of the non-appearance of the persons 


cited. 

His Lordship observed, that there appeared to be same mis- 
understanding in the profession with regard to affidavits of non- 
ap ce. In the old court a was made bodily 

ore the judge, and an affidavit of non-appearance was there- 
fore un But he could not take notice of the non- 
appearance of a party without an affidavit. 


INSOLVENT DEBTORS COURT. 


(Before Mr. Commissioner Pari.ips,) 
wh end Nc HN ae 
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creditors by Mr. Reed, a doubt arose as to the exact expres- 
-— used by the witness in the commencement of his evi- 
lence. 

Mr. Sargood said, he had taken down the words as they fell 
from the witness’s lips. 

Mr. Reed.—He did not use those words. 

Mr. Sargood made an observation to his brother counsel. 

Mr. Reed.—How dare you use that expression, Sir? I will 
not permit any man to say I tell a falsehood. 

Mr. Sargood.—I repeat, it is a simple falsehood. 

Mr. Reed.—I will pass over the observation with the con- 
tempt it deserves. 

Mr. Sargood—That is the best way when you can’t disprove 
the statement. 

Mr. Reed—You dare not make use of such an observation 
out of this court. 

The CommisstonER.——Really, if this continues I must 
adjourn the case. It is very to have these scenes 


continually occurring. Gentlemen of the profession, who ought | 


to live together as brothers, get up a personal quarrel, and one 
tells the other he dares not repeat out of court what he has 
said here. It is shocking. If these scenes are to go on I beg 
that this court be not made the arena of them. 

Mr. Reed.—Sir, when any counsel tells me I am uttering a 
falsehood I will resent it. I repeat that the learned counsel 
dare not tell me so out of court. 

Mr. Sai —This is all empty bombast. 

The CommisioneR.—If this case is to go on this unpleasant 
scene must terminate. It is impossible for me to do justice 
either to the insolvent or to the creditors if we are to have a 
continual recurrence of these personal quarrels. 





MIDDLESEX SESSIONS.—Mar 4. 


In the Second Court, Mr. J. Payne, who presided, on taking 
leave of the Bar addressed Mr. Cooper, as its present senior. 
He said he considered his appointment a token of respect to 
the Bar with which he had been connected; and he was glad 
that he would not supersede, but only assist Mr. Creasy. He 
expressed sincere hope, that the harmony which had so long 
existed would not be interrupted or diminished by any change 
of position. 

Mr. Cooper, addressing the learned gentleman in the presence 
of the whole Bar in attendance, said, they were glad that 
he would not be entirely separated from them; but in his 
retiring from the Bar they would experience a loss, which was 
only counterbalanced by the fact that the services he would 
render would be beneficial to the county. That good feeling 
which had so long subsisted between them and him, as their 
senior, would not be altered. 

Mr. Payne expressed his thanks to the Bar. 





THE BRITISH BANK CASE. 


Judgment was given by Lord CAMPBELL, on the 5th inst., 
refusing the application of the defendants for a new trial. The 
concluding passage of the judgment was as follows:— 

“Owen and most of the other defendants received an ex- 
cellent character from respectable witnesses, who had long 
known them, but against strong direct evidence character cannot 
avail and it is lamentable to observe that from a rather relaxed 

d of « cial morality now prevailing, practices of 
an equivocal nature may sometimes be to, without 
lowering, in general estimation, the reputation of the individual 
concerned in them. All the defendants have put in affidavits 
asserting their innocence, but the facts upon which the jury 
eame to a conclusion of their guilt stand uncontradicted. Re- 
fasing the rule which is prayed, we may conclude by expressing 
a hope that this prosecution, although it perhaps bears hard on 
some of the objects of it, may have a salu tendency to deter 
men engaged in mercantile pursuits from yielding to the tempta- 
tion to violate the truth, even if they should think a wilful mis- 

representation may be made without, in the event, certainly 
wwhiag a prejudice to those with whom they deal.” 








APPLAUSE IN COURT. 


In the course of a case in the Divorce Court, on the 4th inst., 

a remark made by the judge elicited applause from persons in 

court; upon which his Lordship or them to be turned out, 

and threatened future offenders with commitment, When the 

verdict was delivered the re ee ee Low his Lord- 
ship ordered silence to be restored, and he was 

% court etka justice } doubt 








REGISTRY OF ORDERS OF PROTECTION OF PRO. 
PERTY OF DESERTED MARRIED WOMEN. 


The Lords of the Treasury have directed that a Registry is 
to be kept in every county court, of all orders for the pro- 
tection of property of deserted married women, entered under 
the 21st section of the 20 & 21 Vict. c. 85, with the registrar 
of the court, where the same may be inspected by any person 
desirous of so doing; and further, that a copy of the entry in 
the county court shall be sent to the office of the Central 
Registry of County Court Judgments, at No. 2, New-street, 
Spring-gardens, London, S.W., to be there registered, so as to 
enable for the future creditors and others to ascertain whether a 
married woman has obtained protection of her property, and to 
render unnecessary inquiry at the several county courts within 
the districts of which she may have dwelt since 1857.—London 
Gaaette, May 4. 


THE DEANERY OF THE ARCHES, 


In the Act which established the Court of Probate and 
abolished the Prerogative Court of Canterbury, a clause was 
inserted, rendering it imperative on Sir John Dodson, so long 
as he received his retiring pension as Judge of the Prerogative 
Court, to discharge the duties of Dean of the Arches. The 
Dean of the Arches is paid by fees, which amount on an average 
to £30 per annum. Sir John Dodson is dead, his retiring pen- 
sion dies with him, and the question arises, who will be Dean of 
the Arches for £30 a-year, less outgoings ? The Government 
have intimated to the Archbishop of Canterbury, in whose gift 
the office rests, that they do not intend to make any addition 
to the salary. It is therefore evident that it is worth no one’s 
while to be Dean of the Arches and nothing more, and, as some 
one must fill the office, it must be accepted by one of the exist- 
ing judges.—Times. 








Alexander James Johnston, Esq., is appointed one of the 
Puisne Judges of the Supreme Court of the colony of New 
Zealand; and William Blanc, Esq., her Majesty’s Attorney- 
General for the island of Dominica. 


The igh Hon. Edward Cardwell; W. Miles, 5" ; W. Deedes, 
Esq.; E. C. Egerton, Esq.; W. N. Massey, Esq.; W. H. Walton, 
Esq.; R. M. Straight, Esq.; ; R. Upperton, Esq.; +; and Acton 
Tindal, Esq.; are appointed her Majesty’s commissioners to in- 
quire into the costs of prosecutions generally, and also into the 
fees payable to clerks of the peace and clerks to justices, allow- 
ances to constables, and expenses of coroners’ inquests. 


The Queen has conferred the honour of knighthood upon 
Adam Bittleston, Esq., Judge of the Supreme Court of Judi- 
cature at Madras. 


+ 


Recent Decisions in Chancery. 


PrRactice—TrustEE ActT—PERson TO CONVEY IN PLACE 
oF DECEASED MORTGAGEE. 


Re Lea's Trust, 6 W. R. 482. 


There has been considerable doubt as to the proper interpre- 
tation of the 19th section of the Trustee Act, 1850. It enacts 
that when any person to whom any lands have been conveyed 
by way of mortgage shall have died without hoving entered 
into the possession or receipt of the rents and 
and the mortgage money has been paid, the ean ay in 
certain specified cases, make an order vesting such 
the order so made shall have the same effect as if 
devisee or surviving devisee (as the case may be 
executed a conveyance. The Act throughout i 
between the case of a and of a trust; and in Re 
Meyrick’s Estate (9 Hare, 116), which was the petition of the 
administrator of a mortgagee in fee who died intestate, and 
whose heir was igen yy Vv. Sry held that, ngdioe” A 
ahaa: furans hey. e Court not power to 
mortgaged estate in the administrator, subject to the equity of 
redemption. Ina subsequent case, however, Re Boden's Estate, 
9 Hare, 820), such an order was made, on the peti 
executors of a mortgagee in fee, who had not been ni 
or, receipt of the rents and profits, gnd had died 
as to the legal estate, and Ba heir could n 
Se ter aie ae oer 
an order vesting the mortgaged estate in the execu 
to the foyer vay a oh mortgage 

ben pal nd tlon he 
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and that the intention of the legislature was not to confine the 
Siiecisiee’ cae a to the case of a simple reconveyance. 
otwit 


thstanding the distinction observed in the Act between. 


trusts and mortgages, in Re Skitter’s Mortgage Trusts (4 W. R.., 
791), Wood, V.C.,made an ordez, under the 9th section, vesting 
the legal estate outstanding in the heir-at-law of a deceased 
mortgagee who had been in possession, and who died intestate 
as to trust estates, in the executors of the deceased mortgagee. 
In that case, the order could not have been made under the 19th 
section, because the mortgagee had been in possession. But the 
heir-at-law of the mortgagee being out of the jurisdiction, the 
Vice-Chancellor considered that the case came within the terms 
of the 9th section, though the words there are, “ when any per- 
son solely seised or possessed of any lands upon any trust shall 
be out of the jurisdiction,” &c. In Re Lea's Trust, Wood, V.C., 
made an order vesting land in the executors of a deceased mort- 
gogee in fee, the heir-at-law being out of the jurisdiction—his 

onour being of opinion that until the decision of the Lords 
Justices in Re Boden was over ruled, such an order was to be 
considered as within the Act. In an important case, however, 
which was mentioned to the full Court of Appeal at the request 
of Kindersley, V.C. (Re Hewitt’s Trust), their Lordships appeared 
to have entertained some doubt about the decision in Re Skitter’s 
Trusts ; and in a case where the mortgagee has entered into 
possession, or into the receipt of the rents and profits, it is still 
doubtful, notwithstanding that decision, whether an order would 
be made vesting the land in executors, under the provisions 
of the 9th section; in other words, whether the Court would 
vem 4 heir of the mortgagee as a trustee within the meaning 

ct. 


MortGace oF WIFE’s Estate. 
Heather v. O'Neill, 6 W. R. 484. 


The right to redeem a mortgaged estate is not necessarily 
confined to the persons specified in the proviso for redemption, 
but may be claimed by any person having an interest in the 
estate. Sometimes the proviso directs the reconveyance to be 
made to uses different from those to which the property origi- 
nally was limited. The question, therefore, arises, in such cases, 
whether such alteration was the result of mistake or of inten- 
tion. Where it is obvious that the transaction was not meant 
to be anything more than a mortgage, the fact that the equity 
of redemption is reserved in a manner different from the former 
ownership, would not of itself be considered a sufficient 
indication of an intention to alter the previous limitations of 
the estate. The question of intention, however, becomes more 
complicated and difficult of solution when the mortgage is by 
husband and wife, or by the husband of property which be- 
longed to the wife before the mortgage transaction. We have 
already given some account of the principal decisions on this 
question (ante, 196). In the present case an estate stood 
limited to a married woman as tenant in tail, who suffered a re- 
covery, and declared the uses thereof to be such as she and her 
husband should jointly appoint, and in default, to the husband 
for life, with an ultimate remainder to the wife in fee. Two 
days afterwards the husband and wife jointly appointed to trus- 
tees to hold the same upon such trusts as the husband should ap- 
point, and in default for him for life, or until bankruptcy 
or insolvency; then for the wife for life; and then upon 
the same ultimate trusts as before. Four months afterwards, 
the husband appointed, and the trustees conveyed, the 

y to a trustee for sale, to secure the repayment of 

& sum of money which was then lent to the husband, to 
whom the residue of the money was to be paid; and if any of 
the real estate remained unsold, it was to be conveyed to the 
husband, his heirs or assigns. ‘The question in the suit was 
between the heirs of the husband and the wife. ‘The husband's 
heirs claimed under the ultimate limitations of the last deed. 
The wife’s heirs claimed under those of the former deeds, upon 
the ground that the last deed was intended merely to secure the 
Tepayment of mortgage money, and that there was no intention 
thereby to deprive the wife's heirs of their rights under the then 
settlement. The Master of the Rolls decided in favour 

i opinion that the three deeds were all 

parts of one transaction, which was intended merely to accom- 
 & raising of money; and that, therefore, the proper in- 
was, that the variation in the reservation of equity 

of redemption was accidental. The Lord Chancellor and Turner, 
L.J., however, were of a different opinion, considering that the 
last deed was meant to be a resettlement of the estate to new 
uses. Twrner, L.J., in his judgment, laid some stress cy ag! the 
distinction between the case of an ordinary mortgage and a trust 
De Os preewnt cone; and upon the fact that here not 
‘only the appointed, but the trustees who took in 





default of appointment conveyed, which would have been 
a breach of trust on their part if there was not the intention 
to vary the uses of the settlement. A very clear statement 
of the doctrine of courts of equity on the question involved 
in Heather v. O'Neill is contained in Mr. Fisher’s work on 
Mortgages, 98—106. 
CONDITIONS OF SALE. 
Greaves v. Wilson, 6 W. R. 482. 

A condition now inserted in some shape on almost every sale 
by auction is, that the vendor shall be entitled to rescind the 
contract in the event of requisitions being made which he 
declines to comply with. The form of these conditions varies 
considerably. Sometimes the power of rescinding is given only 
in case the vendor shall be unable to comply with the requi- 
sitions; but this is of little use, as the main object is to save 
the expense involved in satisfying objections, which in strictness 
the purchaser is entitled to make. A more common form in- 
cludes all objections which the vendor may be “ unable or 
unwilling” to remove. The condition in the present case was, 
that the vendor should be at liberty to rescind in case the 
purchaser “ should show any objection and insist thereon.” 
Two points were decided upon this—first, that the vendor was 
not at liberty to exercise his option of rescinding immediately 
upon receiving the requisitions, without first giving the pur- 
chaser an opportunity of waiving any requisitions objected to. 
This was decided partly on the precise words, “if the purchaser 
shall show any objection and insist thereon ;” but much of the 
reasoning in the judgment is independent of the special form of 
the condition. ‘The broad principle is, that a vendor cannot 
use @ condition of this kind for the purpose of getting out of a 
sale, merely because he is discontented with the price. This 
was the ground of the other point decided in the case. The 
purchaser insisted that certain incumbrances should be paid 
off, which of course he had a right to do, and it was held 
that the vendor had no right to take refuge in the condition 
for rescinding, and refuse to comply with such a requisition. 
The question how far a purchaser who has made an untenable 
requisition, or one of such a character as would entitle the 
vendor to rescind, can claim an opportunity of waiving his 
objection, was a good deal considered in Page v. Adam (4 Bea. 
269); but, taking that case in conjunction with the present, it 
appears to be ‘the better opinion that, even without special 
words, such as occurred in Greaves v. Wilson, some o 
for waiving an objectionable requisition ought to be allowed. 


SpeciFic PERFORMANCE—COVENANT TO BuILp. 
Brace v. Wehnert, 6 W. R. 425. 


It has never been conclusively settled whether a court of 
equity will decree specific performance of a covenant to erect 
buildings. In the earlier cases this jurisdiction was asserted. 
In Pembroke v. Thorpe (3 Sw. 4, 37), a decree to this effect was 
made; and in the reporter's note to that case the old authori- 
ities, on both sides of the question, are all collected. The ten- 
dency of other cases is against the exercise of this difficult 
jurisdiction; and Lucas vy. Comerford (3 B.C.C. 167), and Flint 
v. Brandon (8 Ves. 159), are strongly opposed to the idea that 
the Court will superintend the execution of such contracts. A 
modern case, of Storer v. Great Western Railway Company (2 
Y. & C. 48), is the principal authority now relied on in favour 
of the jurisdiction; and there it was laid down, by Knight Bruce, 
V.C., that it is competent to the Court to interfere to enforce 
the specific performance of a contract to do defined work upon 
property. 

Brace v. Wehnert leaves the general question still open, and 
merely establishes this point, that a covenant by a lessee to 
build a house of specified value according to plans to be ap- 
aston by the lessor, is too uncertain to be speci per- 

rmed. This, it will be observed, is quite consistent with 
Storer v. Great Western Railway Company, for a building the 
nature of which is to depend on the approval of one of the 
parties to the contract cannot be as “defined work’ 
within the meaning of the doctrine laid down in that case. 
> 


Cases at Common Law specially Enteresting to Attorneys 


Practick—“ IssuaBLB Piea,” MBANING OF. 
Millett v. Browne, 2 H. & N. 837. 
This case is reported upon a point as to which modern 
decisions are not very frequent, viz. the sufficiency or otherwise 
of a plea as “issuable,” when a defendant is placed under terms 
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chambers, and therefore do not come to the general knowledge 
of the profession. 

The condition of “ pleading issuably ” is always annexed as 
an act of the Court to orders for time to plead, unless there be 
special circumstances to warrant its dispensation; and it is, in 
effect, an agreement by the defendant to speed the cause to its 
conclusion, and bring it to an issue on the substantial merits of 
law or fact, so far as that result depends on his own proceedings; 
and hence it obliges him so to plead as to bring to issue the 
real merits of the case. According to the definition of the late 
Baron Alderson, in a case upon this subject (Mackay v.. Wood, 
7 Mee. & W. 420), it must be a plea, which, being determined in 
favour of the defendant, shows that the plaintiff had no right 
of action. And yet, although this is a test, it is not in all cases 
one fit to be applied; for a plea is not to be held non-issuable— 
remarked the Court of Exchequer in Steele v. Harmer, 14 Mee. & 
W. 136 (and see Zulueta v. Miller, 2 C. B. 895), “ because it 
may ultimately turn out to be bad,” provided it is pleaded by the 


defendant bonA fide and be arguable, and does not directly impugn 
any decision of the Courts (see per Lord Campbell in 
Beauclerk vy. Hook, 20 L. J.,“N. S., Q. B. 485). In the 


ease under discussion, a plea was held not to be issuable, 
on the ground that it was “no answer whatever to the action.” 
The declaration was against a subscriber to a projected railway 
company, on his covenant to pay the expenses if an Act was 
not obtained; and the plea set out the deed declared upon ver- 
batim, from which it appeated, that, besides the covenant 
counted upon, there was another, engaging to pay the full 
amount of subscription when required so to do by the direc- 
tors; and the plea proceeded to aver, that the defendant had never 
been required to pay any part of his subscription, or of the 
expenses. It was argued, in support of this plea, that these two 
covenants must be construed together, so as to render the defen- 
dant liable to pay any sum, not exceeding the amount of his 
subscription, when required by the directors, who were shown 
by it alone to have authority to manage the funds. To this, 
however, it was successfully replied, that the two covenants 
were independent, the former being applicable to the case of the 
undertaking being abandoned, the latter having reference to the 
undertaking being carried on. The Court accordingly, adopt- 
ing this construction—though they made absolute a rule which 
had been obtained by the defendant to set aside the judgment 
in default of a plea, signed by the plaintiff—directed the plea to 
be struck out, as not complying with the terms under which he 
had been placed; and added other “ terms,” not specified in the 
report; but which it is apprehended must have included the 
payment of the plaintiff's expenses. 


LiaBiity OF CANAL AND RAteway COMPANIES FOR 
Insecure Bripces, &c. 

Maiiley v. St. Helen’s Canal and Railway Company, 2 H. & N. 840. 

This is a very important case as to the liability of canal and 
other companies incorporated by the legislature to carry out 
public undertakings, for accidents occurring from the dangerous 
construction of bridges and the like erections made by them for 
the purposes of such undertakings. In the case under discus- 
sion, the action was brought under Lord Campbell’s Act by the 
representatives of a person who had been drowned in passing 
over a swivel bridge which had been left in 4 dangerous state 
of repair. At the trial a verdict was found for the plaintiffs, 
with leave reserved to the defendants to move for the entry of 
anonsuit. A rule to this effect was accordingly obtained, and 
attempted to be supported on several grounds; and (amongst 
others) that the defendants were sued for a matter done ty 
them under and within the provisions of an Act of Parliament, 
and for which they were no more liable if injury was thereby 
occasioned to an individual than would be, under similar cir- 
cumstances, the trustees of a turnpike road or other public 
body. ‘To this, however, the Court replied in effect, that there 
was a wide distinction between a body acting entirely for the 
public, and one acting partly for the public and partly for their 
own benefit. ‘The owners of a canal, such as the one in ques- 
tion, must be looked upon as a ing company, doing certain 
acts (such as building the bridge on which the accident took 
plave) through the permission of the legislature, for their 6wn 
private advantage; and were therefore responsible, personally, 
if mischief ensued from their not doing all they ought, or 
doing in ay improper manner what they were allowed to do. 
If Parliament empowers persons to interfere with a public 
highway (as the defendants were empowered by the Ack they 
pes gree a ight do it, but not so as to prejudice the lives 
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trenches in streets, but are bound at night to place lights, &ey 
so as to prevent, the Queen’s subjects being injuted. That ig 
the principl @ power must be exercised reasonably, and not 
to the prejudice of the public. 

Another ground urged by the defendants was; that this was 
the case of an injury to an individual from a public nuisanue, 
and that it was; therefore, not actionable. But; said Mr. Baron 
Martin, in reply to this, “ It is true that all the Queén’s subj 
are concerned in the matter, because all the inhabitants of the 
neighbourhood may have occasion to use the road; but I néver 
had a doubt that an action lies where there is a publie wrong, 
— an individual sustain a particular injury from if. 

the deceased had fallen into the canal and broken his leg; he 
might have maintained an action; and Lord Catipbell’s Act 
gives the action to his personal representatives; where the 
accident results in his death.” 

Other arguments were urged against the right of the 
plaintiffs to recover; but these turned rather upon the spétial 
circumstances of the accident, and on the fortn of the declara: 
tion, than on the general principles above considered, atid seétti, 
therefore, not to call for specific notice. The rule to enter a 
nonsuit was ultimately discharged. 


Tue Law or EvipENCE—EXcLUSsION oF “ RES INTER ALIOS 
Actaz” FROM PRoor oF IssuB. 


Hollingham v. Head, 6 W.R., ©. P., 442. 


The law of evidence is one of the most interesting portions of 
our juridical system, and it is continually supplying points of 
practical utility. Of these an example was given in one of the 
cases noticed last week, and the casé now under discussion 
illustrates another—viz. the maxim by which facts, which, in 
the language of the law, are res inter alios acts, are excluded 
as not being pertinent to the issue the jury are to try. An 
action had been brought for the price of goods sold and delivered, 
and issue had been joined on the defence that the goods were 
not to be paid for, except on a certain eyent, which had not 
happened. The defendant, in support of his side of this issue, 
was desirous of putting questions to the plaintiff, the tendenc) 
of which was to show that he had entered into other contra 
on the same special terms with other parties, and that, con- 
sequently, it was not improbable that such should have been the 
terms of the contract entered into with the defendant. But these 

uestions were disallowed by the judge. Now it is one of the 
undamental rules of evidence that whatever is adduced must 
be both directed and confined to the matters which are in dis- 
pute or form the subject of investigation (see Best om the Prin- 
ciples of Evidence, 319). And to this doctrine, Willes, J., in 
the case under discussion, adds as a corollary, that the evidence 
must be such as renders the affirmative of the proposition which 
it is adduced to prove more probable. In applying these rules 
to test the admissibility of the questions above referred to, the 
Court were of opinion that the evidence sought to be supplied 
by them would not render the defendant’s side of the issue more 
penpehie, The point resolved itself into this—whether a man 
ving once or more in his life done a particular act, 
rendered it more probable that he would do it again. 
And this point the Court decided in the negative—the 
cases of forgery and uttering counterfeit coin being (in the 
opinion of Willes, J.), the only exceptions To hold otherwise, 
indeed, would be to authorise, in an action for assault, proof that 
the defendant had committed assaults upon other persons on 
other occasions; and the extent to which this species of evidence 
might bj carried, - prejudice which a, yale cause in the 
minds of the jury, the unprepared state of the opposite party, 
and the time which would 3 wild in receivi "the citiaace 
of such collateral facts, are sufficient reasons for the practice by 
which they are excluded. 

Some doubt appears in this case to have been entertained by 
the Co whether such questions were not admissible if put 
only for the purpose of testing the credit or memory of the Ms 
ness. It is apprehended, however, that, even on ~ ground 
they could not be tted, It is true that, in case of 
Llewellyn vy. Winckworth (13 Mee. & W. 598), where A. was 
sued on a bill accepted in his name by B., and evidence had 
been given by the plaintiff as to B.’s general authority from the 
deft t to accept bills in his n the Court received (with 
a view to confirm this witness) an admission by the defendant 
of his liability on another bill so acce but this case (whicl 
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able riage under deouaaon, because ry object of the 
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or connexion whatever between the contfact in suit and the 
contracts as to which the plaintiff was interrogated. 


Practice—Common Law Procepure Act, 1854, s. 61— 
Wuar is AN ATTACHABLE DEBT. 
Jones v. Thompson, 6 W. R., Q.B., 443. 

In this case, application was made on behalf of the plaintiff 
(who had obtained a judgment) for a rule, attaching a sum of 
money, belonging to the defendant, in the hands of a garnishee; 
and it appei that the sum in question was, in fact, the 
amount of a verdict in an action for unliquidated damages, which 
the defendant, in Jones v. Thompson, had recovered against the 

ee at the last assizes, but in respect of which judgment 

not yet been signed. The question was, whether the amount 

of a verdict in such an action was “a debt owing or accruing” 

to thé defendant in Jones v. Thompson, which might be attached 

under the 61st section of the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854. 

The Court held that it could not, the words “ owing or,accru- 

ing” in the Act applying only to cases where there is a debt in 

presenti solvendum in futuro; and it having been decided, in 

ex parte Charles (14 East. 197), that a verdict on which judg- 
ment has not been signed does not constitute a debt at all. 


Arrest ON MESNE ProcEss—DiIscRETIONARY POWER OF 
JUDGE ON AN AFFIDAVIT TO HOLD TO BAIL UNDER 1 & 
2 Vicor. c. 110. 


Steyne v. Valkenhuyzen, 6 W. R., Q. B., 444. 

In this case a capias ad respondendum had issued against the 
defendant under 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, on an affidavit that he was 
about to quit England; and application was now made to the 
Court to discharge him from custody, and set aside the writ and 
other proceedings in the action, upon the ground that the de- 
féndant (who had contracted the debt in question abroad) had 
been induced by a fraud, to which the plaintiff was a party, to 
eome to England; on which the capias in question had been 
forthwith obtained. It was admitted that this expedient had 
been to draw the defendant within the jurisdiction of 
the Court; but the question arose, whether it is not compul- 
sory on a judge to order the arrest of a defendant upon his 
being satisfied by affidavit that the defendant is about 
to quit England. The Court, however, held, chiefly on the 
authority of the case of Hitchcock v. Hunter (5 Jur. 770), that 
& discretion exists as to granting or refusing bail, although 
there may be no doubt that the defendant intends to withdraw 
himself from the jurisdiction of the Courts; and that at all 
events they had power to, and would, prevent the process of the 
Court from being abused, as had been attempted by the plaintiff 
in the case before them. ‘The defendant was therefore ordered 
to be discharged, and the writ and other proceedings in the 
action set aside. 

—_—_>—- 


Cases in the Probate Court. 


Witt or Marrrep Woman—Separate Prorertr— 
AGREEMENT AFTER MARRIAGE. 
Haddon v. Fladgate, 6 W. R. 456. 

This is an interesting case as to the right of a married 
woman to make a will of property acquired by her after separ- 
ation from her husband. The suit had been commenced in the 

ive Court of Canterbury by the plaintiff, as the hus- 

and administrator of the deceased Martha Haddon, against 

the defendant as the executor named in a certain will of the 
The defendant gave in an allegation propounding 
the said will, and setting out fully the circumstances which led 
to the separation of the husband and wife, and the terms upon 
which that separation took place. ‘The parties were alleged to 
have been married in 1811, and to have separated in 1817, 
: ith 


i 


or money which either might subsequently 
agreeing thenceforth to maintain herself, 
to her husband to support her, or to liqui- 
which she might contract; and he, in consider- 
ing to permit her to enjoy her own earnings 

‘or sole and separate use. The admis- 
this allegation was objected to on the ground 
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Separate property: and the allegation was admitted to proof. 
The other cases, in which # married wotnan’s will cati be sup- 
‘ported, may be stated shortly to be, when it has been assented 
to by the husband, and that assent not afterwards revoked; 
when it disposes merely of property to which she is entitled in 
autre droit as executrix; and when it is made in pursuance of 
an agreement before marriage, or by virtue of a power. 





Professional Entelligence. 
CANDIDATES WHO PASSED THE EXAMINATION. 
Easter Term, 1858. 








Names of Candidates. To whom Articled, Assigned, &c. 
Adams, Henry Joseph.... Jonathan Rogers Powell 
K. H. Gough; J. E. Gough 
William Barker 
Bebb, Henry Charles Lewis ...... Joseph Bebb 
Bell, Harry ...cssticiesconiicie Charles Bell 
Bellamy, Walter Lewis ........+. William Thomas Longbourne 
Brain, Alfred Henry .........+.. Henry Bunny; Frederick Talbot 
Bratidon, Horatio........ Thre Gabriel S. Brandon 


Browning, Edward Charles 
Buchanan, Robert H., jun......... 
Capel, Richard Cecil .... ee 
Chamberlayne, William 
Chandler, Richard ... 


Edward Browning 

William S. Jones 

William Harrington Bush 

William George Powell 

Henry H. Hulbert; Henry Empson 









Cheston, William ..... Chester Cheston _ 

Clark, Thomas .......ccccccascce Thomas & William Gregory 
Coates, James, jut. ....ses.eesees James Coates 

Collisson, William.........+++ +++. William Collisson; Jas. W. Taylor 
Cooper, Thompson .........e.0 Charles Henry Cooper 

Douglas, Daniel Greenhill ........ Wilson Perry; John Postlethwaite 
Earle, Henry............8% Frederick Scudamore 

Edge, James Broughton George Marsiand 

Fenton, Edgar ..,.... James C. Fenton 

France, William Stephen 333 Ralph Darlington 

Freshfield, Edwin, M.A.........+. James William Freshfield, jun. 
Gore, Thomas Holmes .......... Richard Roberts 

Greenway, George Cattell ........ John Smith 

Hand, Francis Bryan ....-.....4. omas W. & Hi Rodgers 
Harrison, John Valentine ........ William Henry Brown 

Heath, Thomas........ssree.see Edward Heath, Dy 

Heyes, Edward Howis..........+. { William Fembertan ; Edw: Baaett 


Lawrence Wright 
Henry John Hollier 

Jeston Homfray 

Frederic Turner 


Hollier, Walter Henry Babbage .. 
Homer, Joseph 
Hooper, Henry Richard, B.A. .... 


Hughes, Arthur ........eceseeae Nicholas Were 
Hutchinson, Edward ............ George 
Hutton, William, jun. ............ Robert Dolphin 


Jones, Rhys Powell .........e++ee 
Kendall, Charles ... 


Benjamin Jones 
William C, Cleave ; John S. Torr 
Luscombe 








Kent, Alfred ..... Wm. D. Kent ; John T. 
Leggett, Charles .« Alexander Cavell 
Leigh, Robert..... Thomas Warden ; James Warden 
Main, James ....... William Robert Swan 
Mann, Henry Philip.............. Charles Etherington 
Marchant, Thomas William, B.A... John Thomas Roumieu 
Marsden, George Evans .......... John Eden 
Marsh, Wilfred ......00c.cecseees Thomas Smith, jun. 
Mayo, Charles Thomas ......... é Thos. Pix Cobb ; Robt. Jackson 
Morgan, William James .......... William Morgan 

y, { Josiah Nes Wathen; Hen. Crocker; 
Nash, Alfred Dormor ......<..s.- Alfred Mayhew 
Neal, William .....-ceseeessees ° Samuel Neal; William Cox, M.P. 
Nelson, George Hird .........06. G. B. Nelson; Archer T. Upton 
Nicholson, Hemry........eesseees Thomas Wright Nelson 
Norman, JOR: ....6s.eececeeces Edward Waugh 
FRONT GUDE a0caccccscesccsccces Payne & Co.; William North 
Parsons, William Dewdney ...... John H. Tozer 
Phillips, John Palmer .... Thomas Martineau 
Plummer, William George L. King 






Pope, Luke ...... George H. Hinchliffe 
Porter, Richard ...... eee Fredk. Hayward ; S. Westhorp 
Pulling, John Lenton, B.A. ...... Alfred Goddard 
Rae, George ...ceccsccscvcccscece Henry Jenkins 
Reade, Henry Lister ........6..5 Reade ; Geo. Fdk. Hudson 
Roberts, John P. Slingsby ........ John P 
Roper, George Edward Trevor .... William Blow Collis 

id, William, jum. ...........08. Wace L. Mendham 
Savery, William .... James George ham 
Sin; —_ ee lame aay WY! 
Suckling, Al jam o« , Gackiing ( .); J. Suckling 
Temple, Anthony........seesee0s Algernon S. Field; Thos. Westall 
Thompson, William. ..4...+.+0.++ Luke Thompson 
Trevenen, Arthur Bingham ..... ° Park Nelson 
Wake, Charlies Staniland ........ Anthony Atkinson, jun., M.A. 
Walford, Herbert Henry ....... George Henry Ellis 
White, Robert Holmes ........ ‘s John Meadows White 
Woodward, William Frederick .... George Masefield 





EXAMINATIONS AT THE INCORPORATED Law Socrery. 
Easter Term, 1858. 

At the examination of candidates for admission on the roll of 

attorneys arid solicitors of the superior courts, the Examiners 

conéider the following gentlemen as the candidates, undér the 





age of twenty-six, who deserved honorary distinction of the 
first class 
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Hersert Henry WatForp, of 66, Lowndes-square, Lon- 
don, aged 22, who served his clerkship to Messrs. Lyon, Barnes, 
& Ellis, of Spring-gardens, Westminster. 

Tuomas Witt1am Marcuant, B. A., of High-street, Dept- 
ford, aged 24, who served his clerkship to Messrs. Walters, 
Roumieu, & Young, of New-square, Lincoln’s-inn. 


The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have accord- 
ingly awarded the following prizes of books :— 

To Mr. Walford, the prize of the Honourable Society of 
Clifford’s-inn. 

To Mr. Marchant, the prize of the Incorporated Law Society 


The Examiners have also certified that the following candi- 
dates passed examinations which entitle them to commen- 
dation :— 

Henry Barker, of Huddersfield, aged 21, who served his 
clerkship to Messrs. Barker, of Huddersfield, and Mr. Chas. 
Lever, of Frederick’s-place, Old Jewry, London. 

Water Lewis Betxamy, of 1, Taviton-street, Gordon- 
square, London, aged 23, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Ranken, Ford, Longbourne, & Vickerman, of South-square, 
Gray’s-inn. 

James Broveuton Epes, of Bolton-le-Moors, aged 21, who 
served his clerkship to Mr. Geo. Marsland, of Bolton-le-Moors, 
and Messrs. Newman & Hindley, of 68, Cheapside, London. 

Epwakrp Howis Heyes, of Prescot, aged 23, who served his 
clerkship to Messrs. Heyes & Pemberton, of Prescot; Mr. 
Edward Banner, of Liverpool ; Messrs. Wright & Draper, of 
Prescot; and Messrs. Gregorys, Skirrow, & Rowcliffe, of Bed- 
ford-row, London. 

Henry. Nicuorson, of 26, Oxford-terrace, Hyde-park, aged 
25, who served his clerkship to Mr. Thomas Wright Nelson, of 
Cloak-lane, London. 

GrorcE Rag, of 7, Percy-circus, Pentonville, London, aged 
21, who served his clerkship to Mr. Henry Jenkins, of Liver- 

l, and Messrs. Sharpe, Field, & Jackson, of Bedford-row, 
mdon. 
By order of the council, 
Rosert MaveHaw, Secretary. 
Law Society’s Hall, 28th April, 1858. 





In addition to the condidates who have received prizes or cer- 
tificates of merit, the examiners authorised the secretary to 
write to the following gentlemen, stating that their answers to 
the questions were highly satisfactory, and would have entitled 
them either to a prize or a certificate of merit in case they had 
been under the age of 26:— 

Horatio Brannon, of Essex-street, Strand, who served his 
— to Mr. Gabriel Saml. Brandon, of Essex-street, Lon- 

on. 

Tuomas CLARKE, of Ashby-road, Islington, who served his 
clerkship to Messrs. J. Gregory and Sons, of Clement’s-inn, 
Strand. 


The candidates who had perfected their testimonials and were 
entitled to be examined were 88 in number ; 3 of these did not 
attend, 75 were passed, and 10 postponed. 





CALLS TO THE BAR.—April 30. 

Mippiz Tempie.—Eugéne Jules Leclézio, Esq.; John Morgan 
Howard, Esq.; Thomas Richardson Kemp, Esq., B.A., Trinity 
Hall, Cambridge ; William Atkin, Esq. ; Edward Hutchinson 
Pollard, Esq.; Richard FitzGerald Glaister, Esq.; Francois 
Joachim John Rouillard, Esq.; and Walter Blackett Trevelyan, 
Esq., B.A., Gonville and Caius College, Cambridge. 


Inner TempPpie.—Charles Arbuthnot Holmes, Esq., B.A. 
(holder of the studentship awarded in Michaelmas Term, 
1855); Richard Lewis de Capell Brooke, Esq., M.A.; Robert 
George Wyndham Herbert, Esq., B.C.L.; Edward Bullock. Esq.; 
Francis Davy Longe, Esq., B.A.; John Rankine Black, Esq., B.A.; 
a. Henry Stackhouse Vyvyan, Esq.; and Francis Wilson, 


Lincon’s-1sn.—Frederick Morton Eden, M.A, Oxford; 
Charles Saunders Wheeley, LL.B., Cambridge; Arthur Carr 
Walford, B.A., Cambridge; Edward Gilbert Highton, B.A., 
Cambridge; Charles Arthur Turner, M.A., Oxford; Charles 

idge; ‘Thomas Burtt, B.A., Cambridge; 
B.C.L., Oxford; and John Cook, Esq, 


Booth, M.A. © 
John Edward White, 








Correspondence. 
DUBLIN.—(From our own Correspondent.) 


SHOULD PRISONERS BE ALLOWED TO TENDER THEMSELVES 
FOR EXAMINATION ON OATH ? 

The proposition recently made, that prisoners upon their trial 
shall be allowed to tender themselves for examination upon 
oath, appears to some timorous persons to involve the abandon- 
ment of all our established principles of criminal jurisprudence. 
This proposition is, nevertheless, no more startling than that which, 
but a few years since, was acceded to by the legislature, and resulted 
in the admission in civil actions of the sworn testimony of plaintiffs 
and defendants. The analogy becomes more apparent, when it 
is called to mind that in cases of assault. trespass, &c., it is open 
to the party aggrieved to select his own remedy, by having 
recourse either to a civil or a criminal tribunal. In many 
instances the criminal method of procedure by indictment is 
actually selected for the reason that the evidence of the party 
against whom the complaint is urged will then be altogether 
excluded. Instead of assuming the character of plaintiff in 
a civil court, where no evidence is now excluded, the astute 
complainant prefers to b the pr tor in a crown court, 
where, according to ancient and most unreasonable usage, the 
evidence of his adversary is altogether shut out. The question 
is, whether this distinction, always anomalous, and sometimes, as 
we have shown, oppressive, should be allowed to continue ? 

The object of a criminal trial may be assumed to be, not the 
gratification of a prosecutor's feelings, or the conviction of a 
suspected wrong-doer, but the ascertainment of the truth. 
Powerful ents must therefore be adduced in order to 
justify the exclusion of the evidence of the party who, in all 
probability knows most, in any event knows something, of the 
facts in question. ‘The onus lies on those who would maintain 
the exclusion of testimony; and but few arguments of any im- 
portance have been urged in defence of the existing law. 

It may, indeed, be said that little value can be attached to the 
evidence of persons who have the strongest of all ible 
motives for mis-stating the facts in their own favour. To this 
the answer is, that prisoners should be permitted, as defendants 
are permitted, to tender their evidence, leaving it to the Court 
and the jury to set their own estimate on the value of that 
evidence. Instead of reasoning a priori as to the probable truth 
or falsity of testimony, it were better toconfide the matter to 
those who have the opportunity of observing the aspect and 
demeanour of the witness. ‘The policy of our modern law of 
evidence clearly is not to exclude evidence on the ground of 
any personal interest the witness may have in the matter, but 
rather to admit evidence from all sources, for what it is worth ; 
to receive with caution the statements of ap interested party, 
but still to receive them when tendered. This principle ought 
to be further imported into our criminal jurisprudence, 

If the proposed change would sometimes lead to perjury on 
the part of hardened criminals, it is reasonable to suppose that 
it would as frequently counteract the perjury of unscrupulous 
prosecutors. The worst that can be said against it is, that it 
will render the guilt of the guilty and the innocence of the 
innocent more apparent: or, in other words, the admission of the 
now excluded testimony will assist in furthering the ends of 
law and justice. 

Any intention of introducing the continental practice of ques- 
tioning prisoners will be utterly disclaimed by the advocatesof the 
proposed change. All that they demand is, that our law of evidence 
be rendered uniform and consistent, by allowing prisoners, like 
any other individuals, to state on oath what they know of the 
matter in question. To examine a prisoner against his will 
would be of course open to many objections; but to receive his 
voluntary statement would be quite in harmony with all the 
principles of the constitution. We have no occasion to go far 
in search of precedents. In courts martial, prisoners are able 
(a valuable privilege to the unjustly accused) to state their 
cases in person; and it is easy to understand that a straight- 
forward narration of facts may sometimes tell more in favour of 
the accused than the most elaborate efforts of counsel. In the 
Court of Bankruptcy, a quasi criminal court, the testimony of 
the bankrupt is received, Thedaw which allows in crimi- 
nal courts the assistance of counsel to prisoners, wise and salutary 
asitis, in fact deprives them of the advantage formerly possessed 
making a personal statement to the jury. The pri 
some instances a valuable and one, is now 
withdrawn through the general employment of counsel by 
soners. Would it not be fair and equitable now to restore to 
them the chance of favourably impressing their judges, by al’ 
lowing their testimony when tendered to be received? 






































_ But one objection of any weight can, it is conceived, be urged 
Ph oe change ; thet is, that when a prisoner does not 

fit to tender himself for examination, his omission to do 
0 will be made the subject of injurious comments on the part 
of prosecuting counsel. 

This objection is admittedly of some weight; but it is to be 
remembered that prosecutions are generally managed in a some- 
what perfunctory manner. Counsel (in crown cases) very 
humanely and properly forego the use of those minor tricks ef 
advocacy which their professional zeal induces them to make 
use of so constantly at nisi prius. Moreover, to assume that 
unfair advantage will be taken of the occasional neglect of a 
privilege by some, is hardly a legitimate reason for withholding 
that privilege from all. It is scarcely fair to shut the mouths 
of the mary. prisoners who. wish to give their own account of 
the matter, in order that the feelings may be spared of the few 


who prefer to remain silent. It may, we think, be safely left. 


to the discretion of the bench andthe magnanimity of the bar 
to.allow to prisoners the free selection of their own line of 
defence. 
The rtunity at present afforded to a prisoner of address- 
the is but a poor substitute for the statement on oath, 
which, as we contend, he should be allowed (if so advised) to 
tender. He miay, it is true, say what he chooses; but all that 
lie saya is unsupported by oath, and it is put forward at too 
late a sige of the trial to be of any use in his defence. By 
that time the jury have fulfilled their portion of the duty; 
while the judge, to whom his statement in denial or in extenua- 
tion (as the case may be) is made, is too accustomed to such 
appeals to give to the most moving of them any serious atten- 
tion. Sentence is duly given; and often it happens that the 
defence which our law will not allow to be put bebatd during 
the trial, is afterwards in effect transmitted in writing by the 
friends of the prisoner to the Home Secretary—or rather to one 
of his subordinates, who in private, irresponsibly, without any 
personal knowledge or observation of the matter, in point of 
fact reviews tlic decisions of judge and jury. Not the least of 
the arguments for the change is, that, could all sources of 
testimony be resorted to, the criminal justice of the country 
would be dispensed more in open courts of justice, and less in 
the Home Secretary’s office. 





EDINBURGH.—(From our own Correspondent.) 
rane v. P. 
_, This case came before the Court in the shape of a suspension 
and interdict, the nature of which process will appear in the 
course of the narrative. 

The suspender (plaintiff ) through hisfather became acquainted 
with the respondent (defendant), who is a law agent in Edin- 
burgh, and in this capacity had acted as the legal adviser of 
the father for many years. ‘The connection commenced in 
1832., The suspender’s father,appears to have been involved in 
considerable litigation, and although he seems to have had some 

y, it was either not available or insufticient for his wants, 

r it is plain that he was always in need of money. The 
respondent appears to have had the general management of his 

operty, and to have intromitted with considerable funds 
I ing tohim.. The respondent avers that in 1839 he was 
in advance for his client to the extent of £2500, for which 
sum a mortgage over a colliery in England was granted. He 
also avers that he advanced a further sum of £200 and interest 
in 1841 under peculiar circumstances.. For this advance his 
client, and the suspender his son, granted a joint bond in favour 
of the respondent, containing, as bonds in Scotland generally 

, & clause consenting to registration for execution; in other 
words, a clause consenting that decree or judgment shall be 
pronounced for the amount contained in the bond, in order that 
the holder may upon that decree do immediate diligence against 
the property or person of the debtor. In 1842 further advances 
were made, and the respondent obtained a second mortgage for 
34591, 7s. 11jd. This mortgage included the sum contained 
in the previous one, but no discharge or release of it was exe- 
cuted. In 1843 more money was wanted, and the father and 

{nade a bill which was discounted, They could not retire 
kowever, and the respondent was again applied to. He 
vanced the paper Ming an assignation from the bank to 
debt. In the following year the father was unable to pay 

@ termly interests upon his heritable (mor ) debts, and 
-he persuaded his agent toadvance therequired amount upon 

joint acceptance. This debt, like all the 


gwn, and his son's mm Nene 
re maids. an { ie, respond 
ria hh lt erat 





viz. 4701. 17s. 7d. . This was done, the bond containing the 
usual clause of registration. In the same year, further debt 
‘was incurred, but as a property belonging to the suspender’s 
father had been sold, some funds became available to reduce 
the debt. Upon an adjustment of accounts it appeared that 
the balance was 31491. 16s. 6}d., exclusive of business accounts. 
It was arranged that the respondent should retain both mortgages 
in security of this balance. 

The father subsequently went to reside in England. He 
made a few remittances, but they do not appear to have satisfied 
his creditor, for he threatened to realise the mortgages; this led 
to the employment of an agent and an examination of the 
accounts, which it was then alleged contained many items over- 
charged, besides some not due at all. The respondent would not 
admit this, and, in 1850, raised an action in the Court of Queen’s 
Bench against his client and the suspender, for payment of the 
debt contained in one of the bonds before referred to. . After 
some procedure, this action was set down for trial. At this 
stage the defendant filed a bill in Chancery—wonderful in 
Scotch eyes for the minuteness of its angi pba for 
injunction and discovery against the respondent, He appeared, 
but frightened, as he says, at_the probable cost, did not answer, 
plead, or demur. In consequence of which, on May 8, 1850, 
an injunction was granted, commanding him to “ desist from all 
further proceedings in law against the complainant,” but 
leaving him “at liberty to call for a plea and proceed to trial 
thereon; and, for want of a plea, to enter up judgment; but 
execution is hereby stayed.” On the 7th November, 1850, this 
injunction was extended to stay trial. It bears on its face to 
have been consented to, but the respondent avers that this was 
not the case. So matters remained till the suspender, who had 
obtained a commission in the Lanarkshire militia, came to 
Scotland, upon which the respondent immediately registered the 
Scotch bonds, and obtained against him, as a matter of course, 
the judgments which had been consented to in the bonds, and 
proceeded to do diligence—the only course open to the sus- 
pender was to ask a suspension (stay) of the proceedings, and 
an interdict (injunction) against the respondent, which he did, 
setting forth the facts. The grounds upon which he rested his de- 
mand were first, lis alibi pendens; second, that the charge (that is, 
the order to pay) was incompetent in respect of the injunction 
granted by the Lord Chancellor; third, that, by consenting. to 
the injunction, the suspender was barred from attempting exe~ 
cution; fourth, that in the circumstances the suspender was 
bound to enter into an accounting. The counter pleas of the 
respondent need not be referred to. The suspender’s three first 
pleas, being preliminary, had to be first disposed of; they 
were accordingly discussed. On the 20th of February, 
1857, the Lord Ordinary. repelled these three pleas, and, 
in a long note appended to his judgment, the. following 
remarks occur: — “The plea of lis alibi pendens does 
not properly apply, except where it is stated In any 
Court, in reference to the dependence of a suit as to the 
same matter depending before another Court in the same 
country. There seems no incompetency in a creditor bringing 
several suits against his debtor in several countries for the same 
debt, if there is jurisdiction at all; although it is the duty of 
every Court to. see that there is not an oppressive accumulation 
of litigation,” That, in the present case, “ there is scarcely even 
the appearance of lis alibi pendens.” That he could find no 
authority for the proposition, that, if a party in Scotland grants 
a formal bond in Scotland, and then goes to a foreign country, 
in which his creditor commences a suit, the institution and de- 
pendence of such suit prevents the Scotch creditor from “avail- 
ing himself of the privileged form of procedure, which he sti- 
pulated for and obtained,” but could not use, in the forei 
country. That the power so given by express consent 
not “be forfeited by the temporary necessity of following the 
debtor to another forum, under a more tedious process, and the 
creditor seems to be excluded from his right no longer than 
while the circumstances of the case operate to prevent his using 
it? That the proceedings in Chancery make no difference in 
the case being “ resorted to by the suspender and his father, in 
compliance with English procedure, to facilitate the statement 
of their whole pleas against the bond, and are to be considered 
as merely a part or appendage of the English action at the 
charger’s (respondent’s) instance.” 

With to the Chancery injunction, his Lordship thought 
that its effect was a question, not of English, but of Scotch 
law; and “he could not hold” that the Court of Chancery here 
either attempted to exercise or can be recognised as possessing 
sohl fuoaoe may A avpery the holder of a ae 

putting it on record and doing diligence it 
Scotland, in terms of the debtor's own obhaant to that effect.” 
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That no allegation had been made, or could be made, that 
the respondent had advisedly consented to preclude him- 
self from the diligence now under suspension, which was re- 
quired to support the third plea; and he concludes thus:—‘ The 
present interlocutor leaves it open to the suspender to state 
every other objection to the validity of the charge, except those 
arising on the pleas of incompetency and personal bar, now 
repelled.” 

The suspender reclaimed, but the Inner House thought that 
the interlocutor was quite guarded, and that there was no 
ground for recalling it. They accordingly adhered. 


COUNTY COURTS. 

To the Editor of Tue Soxicitors’ JourNaL & REPORTER. 

Smr,—At the county court held at Hertford on 26th April, 
Mr. Koe, the judge, quite unexpectedly announced from the 
bench that he should require for the future that counsel should 
be employed in all cases above £20, and he intimated that this 
practice had been adopted in other places, and had been found 
to act very advantageously both for the client and for the 
attorneys. On the spur, I intimated a doubt whether the judge 
had power to lay down any such rule; and I expressed an 
opinion that it would seriously impair the usefulness of the 
county courts ; and, on further consideration, I am sure it 
would do so, for in the great majority of cases the parties (par- 
ticularly defendants) come so late before the Court is held for 
professional assistance, that very often it is as much as the 
attorney can do to make himself master of the case, and get 
up what evidence is actually necessary, without the additional 
trouble of drawing brief and instructing counsel. There are 
many other objections, too, of a practical nature, which will 
occur to every attorney, besides the glaring fact that, perhaps, 
there may be only two gentlemen of the bar at a county court, 
and in whom neither the attorney nor his client may possibly 
have the slightest confidence. 

I shall be obliged to your readers, if they will inform me if 
any such rule as that alluded to has been laid down in any 
other county court; and if so, whether it has been submitted 
to? And, also, for any suggestions which may occur to them. 
I presume the rule could not be carried out in most districts 
further from London, where, I believee, no counsel attend.— 
T am, Sir, yours, &c., 

Hertford, 3rd May, 1858. 


REVOCATION OF WILL BY SUBSEQUENT MAR- 
RIAGE. 


THOMAS SWORDER. 


In the Goods of Cadywold,6 W. R. 375. 

To the Editor of Tue Soricrrors’ JouRNAL & REPORTER. 

Srr,—In the number of the Journal for the 17th of April 
last, under the heading “ Cases in the Probate Court—Points of 
Practice,” there are some remarks upon the recent case of Jn 
the Goods of Cadywold (6 W. R. 375), wherein it is said, the de- 
cision in Marston v. Doe dem. Foz (8 Ad. & Ell. 14) abrogated 
the old rule of the Ecclesiastical Courts, recognised in Kenebel 
y. Scrafton (2 East, 541), under which the will would be valid. 
Believing the decision in Cadywold’s case to be against both 
principle and authority, and to have proceeded from a complete 
forgetfulness of the facts and points of the cases cited, and 
believing that it would be very perilous to act upon it, I shall 
be glad if you will afford me space for my reasons for this 


The revocation rule is founded on the presumption that a 
testator, who makes no provision for his future wife and children, 


In Marston v. Doe, 
testator afterwards married, but not for any child; and it is to 
the testator did not contemplate marriage, as the 


the will provided for the woman the 


was to the devisee for her life, or so as she remained 
and unmarried, with a devise over on 
In Jerael v. Roden (2 Moore, P. C., 51), the other case cited 
in Cadywolds case, the testator made his will in England, 
pci, | for any wife or child. He went abroad, 
ma and had issue. Previous to his marriage, he 
settlement in favour of the wife and children. The 
jon in the case was, whether the settlement prevented 
of the rule. 





in Cadywold’s case, the testator provided for the woman with 
whom he cohabited, and afterwards married, and for the children 
he might have by her; and as a man can legally have children 
by no other than his wife, it was legally presumable that he con- 
templated marriage with her, and meant to provide for the issue 
of such marriage. The Court acted upon that presumption, 
and it became unnecessary to decide a question which been 
raised as to the admissibility of parol evidence. 

In Cadywolds case, the will was made expressly in con- 
templation of the marriage; throughout the testator speaks of 
the lady as his intended wife, and he gives all his property for 
the benefit of his intended wife and their children. 

Thus we see the first two cases differ from the other two 
most materially in circumstances. We shall see that they also 
differ in the questions determined. Not only do the wills make 
no provision for the fature wife and children, and afford no 
evidence of marriage being contemplated, but the questions and 
points decided are different. The question in the first two 
was, whether evidence dehors the will could be admitted, to 
rebut the constructive revocation; a question which, it was un- 
necessary to determine in Kenebel v. Scrafton, and which in Cady- 
wold’s case did not arise; and the point established was the principle 
of the revocation rule—viz. not a presumed alteration of inten- 
tion, but an original intention, or tacit condition annexed to the 
will, that it should be void if the testator married and hada 
child. In order, then, to apply the rule, we must read the will 
as if such a condition were annexed; and if we cannot so read 
the will, it follows that we cannot apply the rule. Now we 
cannot import such a condition into a will which provides for 
the future marriage. To suppose the existence of such a con- 
dition in Kenebel v. Scrafton and Cadywold's case is the height 
of absurdity. It would make the testator say, “ Being about 
to marry A.,I give my property to my intended wife A. and 
our children, but this my will is to be altogether void if I do 
marry A. and we have issue.” Yet we find the Court saying, 
that Marston v. Doe, and Israel v. Rodon, in which such a con- 
dition was supposed, governed the will in Cadywold’s case, 

The cases serve to illustrate, but certainly are not opposed 
to, each other, unless by the recent decision; and so far 
Kenebel v. Scrafton being overruled by Marston v. Doe and Israel 
v. Rodon, it is just the reverse. In delivering the judgment of 
Court in Marstonv. Doe, Tindal, C. J., said, “ And as to the case of 
Kenebel v. Scrafton, it affords no authority whatever for the 
position, that such implied revocation can be rebutted by parol 
evidence of a con intention existing in the testator’s mind; 
because, in that case, the objects of the marriage were contem- 
plated and provided for by the will; so that there was no implied 
revocation whatever of the will.” (8 Ad. & Ell. 57). And in 
Israel v. Rodon, Sir H. Jenner said, in the Ecclesiastical Court 
the will would have been revoked under the circumstances, “a 
provision not appearing to have been made, which would have 
been sufficient to have repelled the presumption of an altered 
intention on the part of the deceased.” Again, in Doe v. Edlin 
(4 Ad. & EI1.'587), Lord Denman says, “ The rule as to im- 
plied revocation does not apply where the marriage is in con- 
templation, and the intended wife, and the children the testator 
may have by her after her marriage, have a provision made for 
them by a former will.” 

In addition, I might cite every text-writter down to the last 
edition of Mr. Jarman’s Treatise on Wills, the learned editors of 
which state the rule thus: “ Marriage and the birth of issue do 
not produce revocation of a will made before 1838, when there is 
& provision made for the wife and children by the will itself 
(1 Jar. 104); but I hope enough has been said to induce your 
readers not to act upon the notion that Kenebel v. Scrafton has 
been overruled, until Cadywold’s case has received some judicial 
confirmation, THE COUNSEL WHO ADVISED THAT THE 

WILL WAS NOT REVOKED. 


THE ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE. 
To the Editor of Tue Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL & REPORTER. 

Sir,—In reference to the discussion in the House of Com- 
mons on Mr. M‘Mahon’s motion, and your leading article on 
the subject, will you allow me to make a few observations? 

The great objection to more frequent circuits comes from the 
judges, who that they cannot get through more business 
than they now do, and, consequently, they o ea any scheme 
which seems likely to bring on them increg abour. Granting 
their objection to be valid, it rests ar on the present mode of 
regulating the sittings of the Courts; in reference to which it 
may be asked why four judges should be necessary in a com- 
mon law court t>: decide ‘questions of no greater” inoeneat ot 
difficulty than come before, and are decided by, one judge in 
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the equity courts? I certainly can see no adequate reason for 


the present system, nor any apology for it, except its antiquity, 
It certainly has the questionable merit of putting four persons 
to do the work of one, and of retarding the progress of business 
accordingly. ‘The simple remedy would be, to let each judge 
sit in a separate court, and decide matters in the same way as the 


judges in equity do, providing an appeal from such decisions to. 


the chiefs of the three courts sitting in a Court of Appeal; and 
from them, if necessary, to the House of Lords. I venture to 
think that such a system would be much more satisfactory than 
the nt, besides enabling four times as much work to be 
done. ‘There would be no difficulty either, under such a 

in having assizes held every three months, or even 
every two months, in populous districts. 

Another serious blot in the present system, is the great hiatus 
caused by the long vacation. Why should not some of the 
judges of each court sit throughout the vacation, so arranging 
the matter amongst themselves as to give all a reasonable holi- 
day? It certainly is not right that for nearly three months in 
the year nothing whatever can be done in the common law 
courts, and but little in the courts of equity. The original 
reason for the long vacation has long since passed away, and it 
is time that the vacation itself in its present form was dismissed. 
Reasonable rest and recreation no one would wish to deny to 
the learned judges, but the country has a right to demand that 
it shall not be at the sacrifice of the public, or even of private 
interests. 

If you think these remarks worthy of a place in your Journal, 
they may, perhaps, evoke discussion and invite suggestions for 
some improvement in a department of justice which much 
needs improvement.—I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 

May 3, 1858. ScRUTATOR. 
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Parliamentary Proceedings. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, April 30. 
TRANSFER OF LAND BILL. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Law oF Property AMENDMENT BILL AND TRANSFER OF 
Lanp SIMPLIFICATION BILL. 


These Bills were referred to select committees. 


Monday, May 3. 
TRANSFER OF LAND BILL. 

The report of amendments on this Bill was brought up and 
agreed to, 

i Tuesday, May 4. 

Court oF CHANCERY. 

Lord Lrrrorp asked whether any further steps would be 
taken to expedite causes in the Court of Chancery? He said 
that last session he asked a similar question, and he then as now 
stated, that the business in the chief clerk’s chamber did not 
proceed much more satisfactorily than formerly in the master’s 
office; that the causes were not there heard de die in diem until 
they were finished; but that if upon one day they were only 

ly heard, they were then placed at the bottom of the 
igen therefore it was in the power of the solicitor, if it 
suited his interest, to make a cause last as long in the chief 
clerk’s chamber as in the master’s office. The answer was, 
that the statement was false. He had, before putting the ques- 
tion, ascertained that the general feeling of the legal profession 
was, that the proceedings of the chief clerk’s chamber did not 
ive satisfaction. He would state the case of a minor, possess- 
an Irish estate of £8000 a-year, who, in 1849, was made a 
ward of the English Court of Chancery, and from that day to 
this no guardian had been appointed. From August, 1848, to 
December, 1852, no account whatever was rendered of the pro- 
ceeds of the property, and it was only after considerable ex- 
pense and great exertions that accounts were rendered. In 
One account, up to May, 1853, the receipts returned were 
S10/. 98. 2d. out of £3000; and in the previous return, up to 
May, 1852, the receipts returned were 18441. 11s. 10d., or some- 
what more than half the rental. Yet the estate was not 
affected by the badness of the times, except in a trifling degree. 
At the same time, legal ses were accumulating, and in one 
case of the tenants 
had become frecholders—the expenses amounted to £591. In 











1854, application was made to the Irish Court of Chancery, 
and within three years every farthing of arrears was paid up, 
thus proving that it was the neglect of the agent, and not the 


‘condition of the tenantry, that caused the arrears. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR said, that bretereonhapisin me 
in such general terms that he was unable to give a sati 


very considerable; there was a great pressure upon all the 
officers, more i i i i 
Companies Winding-up Act; but they pursued their labours 
with the greatest possible expedition, and, as far as he could 
understand, with satisfaction to the parties coming before them. 
With respect to the case of the minor, he could not help think- 
ing that if inquiry were made it would be found that the fault 
lay with the parties themselves. The Court of Chancery could 
not proceed voluntarily to appoint a guardian. The noble 
viscount had stated that causes were delayed before the chief 
clerks in consequence of long from counsel and fri- 
volous objections. What were the clerks to do in such cireum- 
stances ? They could not interrupt the speeches of counsel, 
nor could they prevent frivolous objections being made. Any 
particular case of unwarrantable delay or hardship he should 
be glad to inquire into; and if he found that further legislation 
was necessary and practicable, no time would be lost in laying 
the subject before Parliament. 


Lord CraNwortH had no recollection of the answer which 
he was represented as having given in the last session, nor had 
he any knowledge of any one circumstance connected with the 
case in question. A suit was instituted in the English Court 
of Chancery with reference to the property of a minor who, 
though domiciled in England, was the owner of estates in Ire- 
land. The minor would become a ward i 
must have been at the instance of one or more of his friends 
that directions were given by the Court as to his custody and 
education, and an agent appointed to take care of the property 
in Ireland. It might have happened, also, that the powers of 
the English Court not being thought sufficient, a suit was in- 
stituted in the Irish Court of Chancery, for the purpose of 
having the property managed in Ireland; and, by the instru- 
mentality of the Court in Dublin, the matter was 
brought to a satisfactory conclusion. Why the same result was 
not obtained through the Court of Chancery in England he 
could not conjecture, knowing nothing of the property, how it 
was situated, or what was the nature of the procedure. With 
respect to general delays in the chambers of the Vice-Chan- 
cellors, he could confirm all that had fallen from his friend on 
the woolsack. These alleged delays amounted merely to this, 
that, whereas parties might wish to have their causes heard on 
a Saturday, they could not be taken till the following Wednes- 
day. It was impossible that any tribunal could be so consti- 
tuted as to enable persons to ring a bell and demand to have 
their causes gone into on the instant. There must be time 
allowed for making the necessary arrangements, and his infor- 
mation justified him in saying that no unreasonable delay had 
taken place in chambers before the chief clerks. 


Lord CAMPBELL thought, that some benefits had resulted 
from the substitution of chief clerks for masters; but, if the 
statement of the noble viscount were correct, some further mea- 
sure of reform would require to be adopted. 


present establishment was sufficient to transact satisfactorily 
the whole business of the country; but he warned their lordships 
against expecting too much from the chief clerks, who were 
never intended to perform all the duties formerly discharged 
by the masters. There ought not to be long speeches in cham- 
bers, nor ought contentious matter to be disposed of there. That 


a chief clerk should hear a cause for just so long as he could 
attend to it, and then put it down at the bottom of the list and 
pass to another, he could hardly believe. The only proper 


B 


mode of performing judicial business was to take up a cause 
never leave it until it was finished. While connected with 
Court. of Chancery he was much struck by the knowledge 
capacity displayed by the chief clerks. 

Viscount Lirrorp said, that if that 
chief clerks proceeded with causes 
withdraw his complaints, 


& EF 
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die in diem he 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, April 30. 
Mr. Epwin JAmus, Q. C. 

Mr. Hunt asked the Secretary for the Home Department 
whether his attention had been called to the report of a meet- 
ing held on the 28th inst., at St. Martin’s-hall, in aid of the 
Press Prosecution Defence Fund, in which Mr, Edwin James 
was stated to have been present, and to have taken part in the 

roceedings? Also, whether it was true that Mr. Edwin James 

ad been, offered a brief from the Crown .and .had declined it; 
and whether it was competent for one of Her Majesty’s Counsel 
to refuse to hold a brief for the Crown iti a State prosecution? 


Mr. Watrote.—Until my hon: friend had put this notice on 
the paper my attention had not been called to the report. 
Since that time I have been informed by a member of this 
House; who is a friend of Mr. James, that Mr: James attended 
the meeting not in company with Dr. Bernard, and only as an 
auditor; that he was called upon to ascénd the platform with- 
out having received any notice that hé would be asked to do 
so; and that Mr. James states the report to be inaccurate. 
With refererice to the other part of the question: first of all, a 
Queen’s Counsel cannot act for the defence in a crown prosé- 
cution without a license from the Crown. Secondly, the 
Attorney-General applied to Mr. James, through the Solicitor 
of the Treasury; to have his assistatice ii the case. Mr. Jathes 
has stated tlie effect of his answer if a letter which I now hold 
in my hand :— 

“ T replied,” he says, to that letter, stating that Ihad been retained by 
the defendant, and had had a consultatioi on his case with his counsel and 
attorneys, and that I presumed that under these circumstances the Attor- 
hey-General would not insist upon my services.” 

Now, the statement which has goné forth is, that Mr. James 
said at the meeting— 

* He had rejected a retainer from the 
cause he believed that an obsolete Act of 
in force to please a foreign despot.” 

1 hilive téad you his answer when applied to by the Solicitor of 
the Treasury. I will now read the answer of the Attorney- 
General, given with my complete concurrence, which, I think, 
will show the House that every possible opportunity was 
offered by the Crown to the prisoner to have such counsel as he 
imight choose to assist him on his trial. The answer was this :— 

“T have shown your letter to the Attorney-General, and he desires me to 
Say that he was not aware that you had been retained for Bernard, still less 
that you had conferred with his counsel and solicitor. He thinks that it 
might, now be a great disadvantage to the prisoner to be deprived of your 
pepe) and would give him a just cause of complaint, and therefore that 
you ought to be at liberty to go on on his behalf. JoHN GREENWOOD.” 
So little did Mr. James. complain of the course which the ad- 
visers of the Crown had taken, that he replied — 

“ My dear Greenwood,—I thank you for your note, and feel the eompli- 
ment paid me by the Attorney-General.” 

he moment the license to defend the prisoner was applied for 
it was given; and I hope that this plain statement will now go 
forth, as showing that in no case does the Crown deprive pri- 
soners of any legal assistance which they may desire to have. 


Monday, May 3. 
CHANCERY AMENDMENT BILt. 
The House went into committee on this Bill. 
After a short conversation the chairman was ordered to 
report progress, and the House resumed. 


aepniesliniinninee: 


Pending Measures of Law Reform. 


THE PARTNERSHIP REGISTRATION BILL. 
[Viscount Goderich.] 

1. Commencement of Act. 

2. Short title. 

8, This Act shall not apply to any joint-stock company re- 
gistered under the Joint-Stock Companies Acts, or any cor- 
poration or company constituted by Act of Parliament, royal 
charter, or letters patent, or to any mining company within the 
jurisdiction of the Stanneries, or to any banking partnership, or 
to any partnership consisting of more than twenty persons. 

4.. The term “ partnership” shall include every firm or part- 
nership carrying on any trade or profession, and having, oecupy- 
ing, or using any place of business, in. ingland, and whether 
such firnpor abr gi shall consist of two or more persons 
carrying on business in their own names or in some or one of 
their names, or shall consist of one or more person or persons 


own in the late prosecution, be- 
riiament was sought to be put 








, 
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carrying on business in the name or names of any other person 
or persons, or in his or their own name or names in conjunction 
with the name or names of any other person or persons, or 
carrying on business under the style or title of any company or 
firm. 


5. Registrar-General and Superintendent Registrars of 
births, deaths, and marriages, to be Registrar-Genetal and Dis- 
trict Registrars of partanctnat, and a general i ye office and 
district register offices formed for the purposes of Act. 

6. Sums received by Registrar-General to be accounted for, 
and expenses defrayed as other expenses of general register 
office. s 

7. Regulations by Secretary of State for conduct of officers 
under Act. 

8. Registrar-General to provide general and district register 
books and forms, &c., for purposes of Act. ‘ 

9. Every partnership existing on the 31st Dec., 1858, shall, 
on or before that day, and every new partnership formed on or 
after the Ist Jan., 1859, shall, within one calendar month after 
the formiation thereof, be registered according to tits Act in the 
district register of the district in. which the partnership shall 
have, occupy, or use 4 place of busitiess, and if the partnership 
shall have, occupy, or use a place of business in two or more 
districts, then the partnership shall be registered in the district 
register of each of such districts. 

10. Whenever in a registered partnership any change shall 
happen by the death or the retirement, whether voluntary or 
compulsory, or the bankruptcy of any registered , or by 
the admission of any new partner, and the business shall be 
continued to be ¢arried on by 4 partnership, or whenever in a 
registered partnership any change shall be imade in the regis- 
tered name or title of the firm or company, or in the registered 
place of business, by the removal thereof into any district other 
than the district in which the partnership is registered, the 
partnership carrying on the business after 5 ' shall 
for the purposes of registration under this Act be deemed a 
new partnersaip formed at the time of the happening of such 
change, and shall be registered accordingly, and the registration 
of such new partnership shall supersede and vacate the regis- 
tration of the partnership as existing before such change, and 
the District Registrar shall enter a memorandum of the 
new registration or a reference to it opposite to the superseded 
registration: provided always, that if yah} stich chafige the 
new registration and superseded registration shall not be mie 
in the sime district, the persons requiring the new registration 
shall give notice thereof to the District Registrar of the district 
in which the superseded registration was made; who shall enter a 
memorandum of the new registration, or a reference to it, opposite 
to the superseded registration: provided also, that whenever a 
registered partnership shall conimendée to have, occupy, or use a 
place of business in a district other than the district, in which 
the partnership is registered, notice of the registration of the 
partnership in the new district, and of the new place of busi- 
ness, shall at the time of making the registration in the new 
district be given to the District Registrar of the former district, 
who shall enter 4 memorandum of the new place of business, 
or a reference to it, opposite to the former registration. 

11. Every registration of a partnership in a District Register 
shall be made on the application of and shall be signed by all 
the persons claiming to be registered as partners in the part- 
nership reqitiring registration: provided always, that the Dis- 
trict Registrar may register as partner in a registered partner- 
ship the name of any person who shall ‘have signed an 
sion of his being a partner, and his claim to be 80 1 
and shall have verified the same by declaration in lieu of $ 
provided also, that it shall not be necessary to obtain the sig- 
nature or concurrence of a partner who at the time of mak 
the registration shall not be resident in England, but any 
the other partners may, on behalf and in the name of his co- 
partner so non-resident a8 aforesaid, sigh any cy 3 book, and 
concur in all documents and applications requisité for obtaining 
registration under this Act. 

12. Whenever a new registration of a registered partnership 
has become necessary by reason of the retirement or bankruptcy 
of a registered partner, the District Registrar sliall not 
the new registration or supersede or wacate the prior, registra- 
tion, except, in the case of such retirement, on the application 
or with the consent. in writing of the partner so retiring, and 
except, in the case of such ba: tcy, om the production to the 
District Registrar of a copy of the London agette, fons 
the notice of adjudication of the bankruptcy of such, partnel 
with a declaration, in liew of oath. verifying the ide 
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sary by reason of the death of a registered partner, the District 
shall not make the new registration or supersede or 


vacate the prior registration, except on the delivery to him, if | 


the deceased partner were at the time of his death resident in 
England, of a certificate of his death, or if the deceased partner 
were at the time of his death not resident in England, of a 
declaration in lieu of oath as evidence of such death, made by 
one of the persons requiring to be registered in the new regis- 
tration as partners; and the certificate of the death of a de- 
ceased partner resident in England shall be delivered to the 
District Registrar by one of the ee requiring to be regis- 
tered in the new ers within twenty-eight 
days after the death of such poetic partner; and the District 
Registrar may, if he think fit, require such certificate, and the 
identity with the partner of the person to whose death 
the certificate refers, to be verified by declaration in lieu of 


HH 


13. If any present or future partnership make default, and 
be not duly registered, then, on and after the Ist January, 1859, 
no action, suit, or other legal proceeding shall, until the part- 
nership be duly pegenen, be be commenced or brought in the 
name or on of the partnership so in default; but such 

partnership, or any of the partners thereof, shall not in conse- 
re such default be incapable of being made defendant or 
defendants dants to any action or suit either at Jaw or in equity. 


14, On the retirement of any registered partner, in a regis- 
tered partnership not regulated by a deed or articles of part- 
nership, the District Registrar, on delivery to him by the retir- 
ing partner of a cory of a notice of such retirement and of the 
determination of such registered partnership by such retire- 
ment, with a declaration in lieu of oath verifying the personal 
service of such notice upon all the other registered partners, 
shall enter 2 memorandum of such notice on the District Regis- 
ter opposite to the registration of the partnership to which the 
notice relates. 


15. Whenever a registered partnership shall be completely 
dissolved, notice of such complete dissolution shall be sent to 
the District Registrar; and every such notice shall be signed 
by all the registered ners living at the time of sending it, 
and shall be verified by a declaration in lieu of oath; and the 
District Registrar shall enter a memorandum of the dissolution 
opposite to the registration of the partnership. 

16. Declaration in lieu of oath to be made before District 
Registrar. 

17. Fees for registration in district register and for declara- 


18. Monthly returns sent by District Registrars to General 
ister Office to be in General Register and indexed, 
and indexes of District Registers to be made by District Regis- 


19. Searches in copies of General Register and District 


pal 


20. Certified copies to be evidence of registration. 


21. On the application of any person, and on payment of a 
fee of 5s. the Registrar-General, or the District Registrar of the 
district in which an unregistered partnership has, occupies, or 
uses a place of business, shall from time to time send a notice 
in writing to - person deemed by the person making the 
paw ti ® partner in such unregistered partnership, 
requiring from him full information as to his partners in the 
unregistered stecathed and the place or places of business of the 

ip, and , in accordance with the appli- 
cation of person, require the ‘information to be given with 
reference either to the time of sending the notice or toany previous 
time or times; and the person to whom such notice is sent shall, on 
proof of his being a — in such unregistered partnership, 


i 


and of his failing for seven days after the sending of any such 
notice to give or send to the istrar-General or District 
Registrar, as the case may be, the information so required from 


ty of not less than £5 and not 
such penalty may be recovered 
having jurisdiction where the 


business of the partnership is situate, in 
19 Vor «48 re 
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23. Notices be given personally or 
ieeetah oe tanh tno: Soodl place of Diode or Y A oe 
leaving the same at such place of abode or business. 








Surivical Society. 


Last week we gave a summary of a paper lately read before 
the Juridical Society, by Mr. Fitzjames Stephen, on the pee 
of law involved in Bernard’s case. Some stress has been laid 
by persons advocating a different view from that maintained by 
Mr. Stephen, upon the extradition treaties between this country 
and France, which, it has been argued, remove any doubt as to 
the jurisdiction of our Courts in such a case as Bernard’s. We 
therefore give Mr. Stephen’s argument on this subject:— 

The extradition treaty with France, embodied in 6 & 7 Vict. 
¢. 75, enacts that any person charged with having committed 
in that country murder, an attempt to commit murder, forgery, 
or fraudulent bankruptcy, shall be liable to extradition on cer- 
tain terms; and it is enacted that the word “ murder” shall com- 
prehend the offences described in the code penal, as assassination, 
parricide, poisoning, and infanticide. This clause makes it 
plain that the word “ murder ” applies to the state of the law 
in France, and not in England. The Act for its particular 
objects, incorporates that law with our own, and refers us to it. 

This becomes still more apparent when we turn to the other 
crimes referred to. “ Fraudulent bankruptcy” is a term un- 
known to English law; though in the law of France it is a 
term of art. This shows that the language of the Act has 
reference to their law, and not to our own. In the case of the 
French Act there is another section, which seems to put 
the matter beyond dispute. This is the 3rd section, which 
provides that no English magistrate shall issue a warrant to 
apprehend any person accused under the Act, until a copy of a 
warrant of arrest issued by some French authority has been 
produced to him. A French warrant would of necessity be 
based upon the French definitions of crime; and the act must 
therefore have regard to such definitions, and not to our own. 
Indeed, if this were not so, there would be no end to the absurd 
consequences which would follow. Whenever the law of the 
country from which the extradition was demanded happened 
to give wider definitions of crime than those of the country 
demanding the extradition, the latter would be able to claim 
criminals whom it might very possibly not be able to punish 
at all. In France a crime is barred after twenty y nn 
scription. Suppose that for political reasons it was d 
get possession of a refugee in England, would the French 
be able to claim such a man on the ground that he had 
committed an offence twenty-five years before, and that 
nullum tempus occurrit regi? The law of fraudulent bank- 
ruptcy is stricter in France‘than it is here. Could we obtain 
the extradition of a person whom the French would call a 
fraudulent bankrupt, but who would not fall within the penal 
clauses of our own Bankruptcy Act? It seems an absurd con- 
sequence to suppose that we could take into custody in 
France and bring over to England a man whom we could not 
punishing when we had got him. Again, our bankruptcy pro- 
ceedings differ from those which are in use in France. It cannot 
be said that there is anything in French law which exactly 
answers to the crime of a bankrupt not surrendering upon the 
day fixed, which subjects a bankrupt here to penal servitude 
for life; yet it cannot be pretended that for such an 
offence a man would not be given up. In fact, in the well- 
known case of Gordon v. Davidson, this was the very offence 
with which the prisoners were charged. From these considera- 
tions it is clear that the extradition treaties do not recognise 
any wider standard of crime than that which is supplied by 
legal definitions, but that they merely incorporate some parts 
of the criminal law of other countries, for some purposes, with 


our own. 

The following is Mr. Stephen’s argument: that there is no 
power of extradition at common law, or that the existence of such 
& power would imply that crimes committed in other countries 
are taken notice of by the law of England. If the power in 
question existed at all, it would only prove that the law of 
England recognised the fact that other countries punished 
certain acts. It would not prove that it recognised those 
acts as being criminal in such a sense as that it would 
punish participation in them; but in point of fact the power 
does not exist at all. The extradition treaties are a strong 
argument against it, for they would have been needless if the 
power had existed. There is, moreover, no authority to show 
that the power exists. The cases which are to prove 
its existence are referred to in 2 Phillim. Internat. 
Law, and are commented on in the case of The matter of 
Washburn, which was decided in America by Kent, C., in 
1819 (4 Johns, Chan. ~ 105). They are Hutchinson's case 
(8 Keb. 785, an. 29 Car. 2); Lundye ease (2 Vent. 384); 


570 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Mar 8 1858. 











R.v. Kimberley (1 Str. 846); .£.. LC. vi Campbell (1 Vez. 
sen. 246); and Mure v, Kay, (4 Taunt. 34). In Hutchinson's 
case, the Court of King’s Bench refused to bail a man (who by 
his name was probably an Englishman) charged with a murder 
in Portugal. It does not appear on what ground he was com- 
mitted; but if he was an Pactshinan, and had murdered an 
Englishman, he might have been tried under 33 Hen. 8; so 
that the case proves nothing. Lundy's case, R. y. Kimberley, 
and E. J. C.v. Campbell, all turn upon the power of the Crown 
to send persons accused of crimes in parts of the king’s domi- 
nions out of the realm, to be tried where their crimes were com- 
mitted—to Ireland in Lundy's and ei angie cases, and to 
Calcutta in Z. I. C. vy. Campbell. This has nothing to do with 
extradition, All that the Courts held was, that they would 
not set at liberty by habeas corpus a person arrested by the 
king’s ministers (in R. v. Kimberley by a Secretary of State’s 
warrant), to be sent into other parts of the king’s dominions 
than England to be tried; and the reasor of this is plain. The 
‘16th section of the Habeas Corpus Act (31 Car. 2, ¢. 2), provides 
that nothing in that Act shall prevent any subject of the realm, 
who has committed any crime in any foreign part of the king’s 
dominions, from being sent there to be tried. In £. I. C.v. Camp- 
bell there is no doubt a dictum that “ government may send 
persons to answer for a crime wherever committed, that he may 
not involve his country, and to prevent reprisals;” but this was 
completely gratuitous, and appears to have been founded on a 
misconception of Lundy's case. In Mure v. Kay (which turned 
entirely. on a question of pleading), Mr. Justice Heath observed, 
“it has been generally understood that wheresoever a crime has 
been committed, the criminal is punishable according to the lex 
loci of the country against the law of which the crime was 
committed; and by the comity of nations, the country in which 
the crimiaal has been found has aided the police of the country 
against which the crime was committed, in bringing the crimi- 
nal to punishment ;” and he goes on to say, that in Lord Lough- 
borough’s time the crew of a Dutch ship which had run away 
with the vessel, and brought her into the Downs, was sent back 
to Holland. The unsupported dictum, however, of a single 
judge (expressly opposed to the authority of Lord Coke) 
cannot decide a question of this magnitude, especially where it 
is couched in such general terms as “it has been generally 
understood,” and “the country has aided the police in bringing 
the criminal to punishment.” This is rather the general descrip- 
tion of a common practice than a precise reference to any 
form of legal proceeding known to the law of England. And 
though Kent, C., seems in Washburn’s case to have af- 
firmed the existence of the power in question at common law, 
Tilghman, C.J., decided the same case the other way in Pennsyl- 
vania in 1823 (Common Wealth y. Deacon, 20 Serj. & Rawl., 125). 
It must, however, be observed with respect to American cases, 
that they afford less analogy in this matter to our law than on 
any other. Questions respecting the limits of the powers of the 
legislature of the different states complicate the questions before 
them in a very remarkable manner, and make it impossible to 
draw any inference from their proceedings to ours. 

The only other case which appears to countenance the propo- 
sition now disputed, is that of Reg. y. Azzopardi; in which it 
was held that it was murder in a British-born subject to kill a 
foreigner in Syria;—and it is said that this case shows that a 
en who is not within the Queen’s peace or protection may 

murdered. The case, however, cannot be supposed to destroy 
all the existing definitions of murder, in which the qualification 
in question is undoubtedly an essential element. It can only be 
understood as establishing the principle, that the Queen will 
protect any person in any part of the world from murderous 
assaults committed by her subjects, by hanging such subjects 
when she can get them for that purpose, It must, however, be 
observed that the grounds of the judgment in Reg. v. Azzopardi 
are not set out, and that the report does not even allude to the 
older case of Reg. v. Sawyer, which proceeds throughout upon 
the principle that protection and allegiance are co extensive. 


Rebiew. 


Roscoe's Digest of the Law of Evidence on the Trial of Actions 
at Nisi Prius. Ninth Edition, revised and enlarged. By 
Epwarp Sminxe and Samver Prentice, Esqs., Barristers- 
at-Law. Stevens & Norton; Sweet; and W. Maxwell. 1858, 
To the hungry aspirants for forensic business who haunt our 

assize courts and throng the gangways thereof, the appearance 

of a new edition of “ Roscoe” is matter of very serious moment, 

Upon its completeness and accuracy depend not only the ease 











and comfort of many a grey-headed junior, but. possibly, also, 
his chance of professional advancement. Even in these degé- 
nerate days didlogués such as the Pleader’s Guide satirizes, not 
seldom break the monotony of a dull cause, 
“ Court.—Associate, hand me the Record. 
Well, Mr. Bore’um ? 
“ Bor. — Hem—my lord ? 
“ Court.—What say you to the cases quoted ? 
“ Bor.—My lord, these cases I have noted: 
Mere Nisi Prius cases ; loose— 
Loose law, my lord, quite out of use. 
My learned friend is fond of citing 
Old cases, which he’s seldom right in; 
Settling the law, as somé great men do,’ 
On points reported arguendo.” 

And when such a skirmish commences it is amusing to watch 
the industry of the back benches, and to catch the sententious 
criticisms thence proceeding concerning the law which Coun- 
sellors Bore’um and Bother’um respectively enunciate, or the 
bench approves. A case happily pitched upon, in such an 
emergency, out of the Addenda to the “ Roscoe” or “ Archbold” 
of the day, may do more for its discoverer than the best written 
opinion that ever issued from his chambers, For in this world 
it matters but little what a man really knows; what he seems 
to know is the question; and with the aid of these circuit com- 
panions he may present a most imposing exterior at the expense 
of little trouble. 

The original author of the Digest of the Law of Evidence 
would, if now among us, be much surprised at the di- 
mensions, as well as at much of the contents, of his pro- 
duction. When first written, some thirty years ago, Mr. Ri 
contrived to confine himself within the reasonable limits of 
about 400 pages; but the book has grown with each succéséive 
issue, and the present edition considerably exceeds twicé that 
number, while it outstrips its immediate predecessor by some ten 
or twelve sheets of new matter. Now the expenditure of 
thought and industry upon the preparation of new editions of 
standard law works, is by no means to be gauged by the in- 
crease or diminution in their bulk. It too often happens that the 
venal desires of the bookseller for “a broader back"-the only 
criterion of merit possessed by the trade—combined with the 
timidity or indolence of the editor, carry the day. It is very 
much easier (reflects the latter) to add fresh cases to the list of 
those already threaded upon the author’s line of argument, than 
to reconstruct the argument itself, or even to substitute a 
recent decision for an earlier one to the same effect; and hence 
it is on the former system that a large proportion of our law- 
books are re-issued to the public, instead of being, as they ought 
to be, entirely rewritten, and adapted to the existing state of 
things. 

We do not think, however, that the present work ines in 
the edition just published, or in those which preceded ‘it) is 
chargeable with having been compiled on this vicious plan. On 
the contrary, in a variety of places, in which the law, as ori- 
ginally stated by Roscoe, has been altered by recent enactments, 
we have noted the care which has been successfully taken, not 
merely to add the new provision, but to exclude such of the 
cases before cited as turned upon rules which are no longer in 
force. It will justify this praise, and may not be without in- 
terest to our readers, if we briefly glance at some of thé im- 
provements which have been worked into our system of legal 
evidence, since the last edition of the present work im the year 
1851. ‘The first in point of date are those introduced in the 
same year, but too late to be worked into the eighth edition, by 
the Act “ To Amend the Law of Evidence,” the 14 & 15 Vict. 
c. 99. This statute is a good example of the pitfalls permitted 
to lie in the path of a writer on English law, and of the manner 
in which they are mercifully veiled from his vision, so as to 
protect him from feelings of disgust inconsistent with the ful- 
filment of his task. Had Mr. Smirke in 1850 known that 
what he wrote about the 6 & 7 Vict., 0, 85, and the partial 
destruction caused thereby of the ancient doctrine, which © 
excluded the evidence of witnesses, on the ground of their in+ 
terest in the subject under litigation, was to be, within a very few 
montlis, rendered wholly insufficient and erroneous by a provision 
admitting,in almost every instance, the very parties tothe proceed- 
ings themselves,—he would scarcely have persevered, , in 
truth, it was provoking enough both to him and his buyers, 
his book should have been made faulty in this and in many 
other particulars of considerable importance, almost before it 


had struggled into life. We cannot feeljsurprised that, in, the 
firesent efltlod: he contents himself with a 6 ‘extract fre 
the statute of 1851, above referred to, and ‘avails elf, by 
way of introduction, of. that much-used and much 
phrase “and now,” which, in the hands.of law eu 
following manner :~ 


must 
often be construed somewhat in the ‘ Such 
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was law and such-the decisions in which it has been so de- 

inéd; but all which has hitherto been said must now be 
taken in connexion with, and subject to, the following enactment: 
—The bearings and construction of this same provision, however, 
I honestly confess, are not even to myself altogether clear, and 
as I have no intention whatever of committing myself unneces- 
sarily, the reader shall make what he can of it for himself: to 
which end, here it is, tpsissimis verbis.” 

The statute of 1851 we chiefly owe to the untiring energy of 
Lord Brougham; and it is observed by an eminent moder 
writer* on aren of evidence ately, concerning those of 
Ae tee ich relate to the competency of witnesses, that, 
th én they first came into operation, learned judges 
inight lave beenfound who, taking a cautious view of the sub- 
ject, were inclined to regard the examination of parties 
as @ questionable, if not a very dangerous experiment, 
yet that at present every eminent lawyer in Westininster 
will most readily admit that this change in the law has been 
productive of highly beneficial results. The other provisions 
of this statute, though important enongh to the subject matter 
of Roscoe’s work, and consequently requiring minute attention 
in rey ove Be text of the forthcoming edition with that 
Which ittimediately preceded it, in a variety of places—such, 
for example, #8 the passages in which the mode of proof required 
for different species of documents is noted—are matters compa- 
ratively speaking of mere detail. We are, however, sorry to 
perceive some ine marks of tarélessness in working these pro- 
visions into the proper places. For example, at p. 334, the 
proof of an apothecary’s certificate is still made to depend 
upon 6 Géo. 4, c. 133, 8. 7, and 8 & 9 Vict. c, 113, s. 1, while 
nd allusion is made to the eighth section of the 14 & 15 Vict. 
¢, 99, by which a certificate purporting to be under the com- 
mon seal of the London Society of Apothecaries is expressly 
made receivable without further proof. 

The object of the Act for improving the law of evidence, 
passed in the year 1853, was to amend the omission in the 
statute of 1851 with regard to testimony given by a husband 
or a wife in a cause to which the other is a party. It is well 
known that Lord Truro and Lord Cranworth were the chief 
opposers of any alteration being made in the policy of the 
common law, by which such testimony was altogether excluded, 
chiefly because considered inconsistent with the free confidence 
essential to thé marriage relation; but, in spite of their oppo- 
fition, thé 16 & 17 Vict. c. 83 became law, and now, in most 
cases, not only the parties themselves, but their husbands or 
wives also are competent and compellable to testify, though 
cOmmuni¢ations made to each other during marriage are still 
privileged from disclosure. In reference to this privilege, our 

rs remark to the effect that the Court of Common Pleas 
eld in one case, occurring while the common law principle of 
exclusion was in full vigour, that a woman who lived in con- 
cubinage with the defendant, and passed as his wife, or whose mar- 
riage was void by reason of having a former husband alive, might 
be called as a witness for him with whom she cohabited; and that 
they “see no reason why” such a person should be considered 
im any respect on the same footing as a lawful wife, so as to 
+ em her giving evidence where, if married, she would have 
unable to téstify by reason of the exceptions contained in 
the 16 & 17 Vict. c. 83. We certainly see no reason either; 
and we admire the heroism of the editors in committing them- 
Selves; without any apparent necessity, as to the manner in 
Which an ancient case bears upon a new provision. 

The Gommon Law Procedure Acts of 1852 and 1854 con- 
tain numerous provisions which required special notice; but, 
fortunately for the compilers, they chiefly affect the practice 
generally, and are uncomplicated at present by any unmanage- 
able number of judicial decisions. Hence, their interpolation 
Was comparatively easy, and it appears to have been success- 
fully made. In the portion of the work which treats of the 
important. subject of “ amendments.at the assizes” (by the 
Way, would it not be more accurate to say at “ nisi prius,” so as 
not apparently to distinguisl country from town causes ?) 
We observe, properly noted, the case of Wilkin v. Reed,in which 
the ine powers given to judges in this respect by the first 
Common Law Procedure Act were carefully considered by the 
Court of Common Pleas, We find, also, most of the other recent 
decisions upon the natute of these powers; and even so late,a 
case as that of Cawkwell y. Russell, in which it was held by the 

er that an amendment ought not to be made where the 

effect would be to evade the question really in controversy, has 
been inserted in ~ of Giends. ‘These are all indications 
d us to suppose that the editors had some 





















sufficient reason for not alluding td the observations of Mr 
Baroni Bramwell upon this subject; delivered in the casé of 
Brennan v. Howard (1 H. & N. 188), and which we confess we 
should have been ourselves tempted to introduce, even at the 
expense of a further excision of old cases, still retaified in 
illustration of a practice, as to amendments, now exploded. 

We cannot jiotice more in detail the materials for alteration 
supplied to the editors by Parliament, since the last edition of 
this excellent work. On the whole, however, we can say that, 
in our judgment, they have made a proper use of them, and 
havé stistdined tlie.character of the work as the most converiient 


manual of the kind*before the profession. By the Lay a 
for 


nouncement we learn that Mr. Prentice is only 

the revision and correction of 80 much of the work as inime- 
diately follows the head of Action for In i Patents.” 
We do not feel quite sure, from this expression, as to whether 
the whole of the part which follows that heading—viz. the whole 
of the latter half of the work, was committed to his care, _If it 
was, his share in the labour is not very lucidly acknowledged; 
but provided the labour itself is (as in the present case) suc- 

, the public are little interested in its equitable partition 
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Court Papers. 


Queen's Bench. 
NEW CASE.—Easter Term, 1858. 
SPECIAL PAPER. 
Sp. Case. Brand o. Jay. 
Common Pleas. 
NEW CASES.—Easter Term, 1858. 
NEW TRIAL PAPER. 
London. Benjamin v. Andrews. 
Middlesex. Simmons v. Heseltine. 
The cases standing in the Foe Tris! Bere that were tried before the 
Lord Chief Justice hot be taken this Terni. 


Grehequer of Pleas. 


Srrtincs at Nist Privs, in Middlesex and London, before the Right 
Honourable Sir Frepsrick Potzocx, Knt,, Lord Chief Baron of her 
Majesty’s Court of Exchequer, after Easter TERM, 1858. 








; Middlesex. 
Monday ....-csceoes May 10..Customs and Common Juries. 
Tuesday ........02.- » 11..Inland Revenues and Comnion Juries. 
Wednesday ........ » 12..Common Juries. 
London. 
Thursday .......... May 13 
BHdAY,. .ceccceccoss » 14) Common Juries. 
Saturday .......00. * 
The Court will sit at Ten o’clock. 
> 
Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS, 


ALLISON—On April 28, at Louth, Lincolnshire, the wife of Thomas Falk- 
ner Allison, Solicitor, of a daughter. 

CROSSE—On May 5, at Hornsey, the wife of Edward Willson Crosse, Esq., 
of a daughter. 

HOCOMBE—On Thursday, April 29, at Potter’s-bar, Herts, the wife of 
James Bishop Hocombe, of Bedford-row, London, Solicitor, of a son. 

JONES—On April 28, at 15 Lodowick-terrace, Gloucester-road, Regent’s- 
park, the wife of William Samuel Jones, jun., Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of 
a son, 

POLLOCK—On May 3, at Holly-lodge, Hampstead-heath, the wife of 
Alfred A. Pollock, Esq., of a son. 

ROWSELL—On May 3, the wife of Nicholas Henry Rowsell, Esq., Foxley- 
road, Kennington, of a daughter. 

ay soe pes ff wife of F. A. Snow, Esq., of 23 Tredegar-square, 
Bow-road, 22 College-hill, City, Solicitor, of a daughter. 

WALTER—On April 28, at Church-row, Limehouse, the wife of A. A. 
Walter, Esq., itor, of a daughter. 

WALTON—On April 30, at the Paragon, Blackheath, Mrs. William Walton, 


of a son. 
MARRIAGES. 


BALGUY—HAWKESWORTH—On April 29, at St. Mary's So ee 
mouth, by the Rev. Nathaniel Bond, of the Grange, Dorsetshire, 
St. John, youngest son of Mr. Commissioner Balguy, of Duffield-hall, in 
the county of Derby, to Caroline Georgiana, youngest daughter of 
Thomas Hawkes » Esq., of S in the county of 
COLTMAN—ROSS—On April 29, at All Saints’ church, by 
the Rev. John B. Riddell, M.A., Rector of Hatrietsham, 
tman, Esq., youngest son of the late Hon. Mr. Justice Coltman, to 
Laura, daughter of General Sir Hew Dalrymple Ross, G.C.B. 


DEATHS. 

eee op 1, Edith Margaret, third . of Henry Johnson 
+» @ reat James-street, Bedford-row, ve years. 

M‘ALBINE—On Mey 5 8t 31 Bedford: ‘Russell the residence 

W. ‘aged 86, relict of the late 


of her son-in-law, J. W. * 
William Preis M‘Alpine, Esq., » of 
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Guclaimed Stock in the Bank of England. 

The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the J ing Names will be 

roe my ag ho ogg 6 a ang Sapte pea tg egy mee 
appear within Three Months :-— 

Davipson, Tuomas, Corn Dealer, Clapham-road, Surrey, and Susan Davip- 

00 Consols.—Claimed by ANDREW ScoTT, surviving 


Highgate, £275 Reduced.—Claimed by Witu1am 


fold 





Huxps, Mary, Widow, 
TOOKE, surviving executor of Rev. Witt1aM Tooke, who was surviving 
executor of W1LL1aM Mann, who was surviving executor of THomas 
Tooxe, sole executor of Mary Huns. 

Mason, Witt1am, Esq., a ee pees "s Civil Service, Madras, de- 
ceased, £500 Gonsols.—Claimed._b: y Exiza Mason, Widow, acting sur- 


Blackheath, Rev. Epwarp WitiiaM GRINFIELD, 
HN HALL, Clifton,and Joun BeasLey ENRAGHT, Esq.» i. 
Clifton, £4,541 : 2: 10 Consols.—Claimed by Epwarp WILLIAM Gain 
FIELD and Joun Hatt. 

Prince, Manion, Widow, Buenos Ayres, Margate, £150 New Three per 
__ Cents,—Ciaimed d by MARION PRINGLE 

Stoke Newington, £1,570 Consols.—Claimed by 
Exiza Dove (formerly Ex1za Sanrorp, Spinster). 

Surru, Rev. Henny, Chichester, and FRANCES Sura, his wife, £900 Reduced. 
—Claimed by Francis OrrLey Martin, surviving executor of Frances 
Surra, Widow, who was the survivor. 

—-* Witi1aM Extas, deceased, and Frances TAUNTON, on, 

of Serjeants’-inn, Fleet-street, £100 New Three per Cents. 
by ws eta Ra1xes, wife of Ropert Raikes (formerly Taunton, Spinster). 
Waren, Wit11aM Henry, Esq., Devonshire-place, Marylebone, £1,957 : 9: 2 
Consols.—Claimed by Wit1amM Henry WatTER. 
——_—————_- 
Heirs at Raw and Next of Kin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 

CamMPBELL, Lieut. Joun ParrcuarD, R.N. His nearest of kin to address 
P. C. Freese, 5 Sherborne-lane. 

LAUGHARNE, WittiaM, Esq., late of Laugharne, Carmarthenshire, .and of 
Bath (who died in November, 1856). In re Laugharne’s Estate, Laug- 
harne v. Jones, M.R. Last Day for Proof, May 21, for his child or 
children, or other his next of kin, to come in and prove their claims. 

Osorne, Joun, son of John and Mary Osborne, formerly of Rickinghall, 
Suffolk, or his children, to apply to Mr. Brewne, Solicitor, Diss, Norfolk. 

Ruppocx, Pxuure or Joserx, sons of Thomas and Ann Ruddock, Lopham, 
or their children, to apply to Mr. press oe Diss, Norfolk. 


Honey # “PMarket. 


~ orry, Fripay Evenine. 

The English Funds have made a slight advance during the 
week. The money price of Consols at the close of this day’s 
business is 97§ to } per cent., being about } per cent. better 
than this day week. The scrip of the India Loan continues 
remarkably steady at from } to } per cent. above par. Invest- 
ments for capital are greatly in demand. The Bank of Eng- 
land having taken the responsibility of some advances to 
Government, no present reduction of its rate of discount is 
expected; and the demand for discounts, which had become 
rather active, has subsided. 

From the Bank of England return for the week ending the 
5th inst., it appears that the amount of notes in circulation is 
£20,571,665, being an increase of £158,060; and the stock of 
bullion in both departments is £18,278,474, showing a decrease 
of £396,276 when compared with the previous return. 

The demand for silver for shipment to the East Indies has 
revived. 

An application has been made to the Treasury by a com- 
mittee of shareholders of the Western Bank of Scotland, with 
the view of obtaining legislative power to sell to other banks 
the right to issue notes, which right terminated by the stoppage 
ofthe bank. The Treasury decline to sanction the proposal of 
the committee, chiefly on the ground that the right in question 
cannot with propriety be made the subject of sale to other 
banks. 

A general meeting of the Crédit Mobilier Company has lately 
been held in Paris, M. J. Pereire in the chair. It appears from 
the report that the establishment has well sustained the pressure 
of the commercial crisis of 1857. A long list is given of various 
enterprises which have received aid from the Crédit Mobilier, 
not only in France, but also in Austria, Switzerland, and Russia. 
The residue of net profit for 1857, after paying interest at five 
per cent., is £166,548. As the property of the company has 
become depreciated since the balance-sheet was made up, in 
consequence of recent occurrences, the directors have decided 
not to distribute this sum at the present time. 
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Edinburgh and Glasgow 
Edin. Perth, and Dundee 
Glasgow & South-Westn. 


B. Stoc! 
Gt. South & West. (ire. ) 
Great Western 57 68 4 
Do. Stour Vly. G. Stk. ee 
Lancashire & Yorkshire} . 91g 2 93 33 
Lon. Brighton & 8. Coast} .. ee 1063 7 
North-Wstrn.. 95 4 
London & South-Westrn. 
Man. Sheff. & Lincoln.. 
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London | Grarettes. 


Commissioner to avminiotie Gaths in Chancery. 
TurspaY, May 4, 1858. 
Hane, Ricwaxp, Gent., of Weymouth and Melcombe Regis, Dorsetshire.— 


April 28, 
Bankrupts. 
Turspay, May 4, 1858. 
AUSTEN, ALceRnon Stewart, Ship and Insurance gy now of 49 Mor- 
timer-st., Cavendish-sq., late of 59 Fenchurch-sé., in partnership there 
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“neil Oeiot de Somes Ker Pen nest, Sain) Se 
business, 


oarrae oe aes with the same persons, at 

Dale-st., Li Com. Evans : May 14, at 11.30; A mg 15, at 
ll; -st. Of’. Ass. Johnson. Sol. Lewis, 48 8 Bedford-row. Pe. 
Ay 

BARNSLEY, Cradley Heath, Worcestershire. Com. Bal- 


Hewnry, Draper, 
y: May 19 and June 2, at 10 Birmingham. Off. Ass. Kinnear. Sols. 
po A t, Birmingham. April 22 


RAnnOw, Jon te eaeint tees "Com. A Ayrton: May 24, at 
12; and June 21, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Off. Ass. Hope. 
Watson, & Bond & Barwick, Leeds, 


Watson, Bradford ; or 
Pet. A 3 
Henry, Saddler, Marton, Lincolnshire. Com. Ayrton: May 26, 
ho 16, at 12; nee pear Off. Ass. Carrick. 


Dixon, onan, Ship on 4 ckville, Westmoreland, New Brunswick, 
and Li Com. Stevenson : May 14 and June 4, at ll; Liverpool. 
Pemberton, Li . Pet, April 27, 


Am ve 
HENRY Epwarp, & iyeney TLLIAM CHANTRELL, Brewers, 
Shirley, Com. Fane : May 14, at 12; sad Jone 18, at 11; 
Sols. Sheard & Baker, 3 Cloak-lane 


pee Off. Ass. Cannan. 
HALL, James Bowman, Druggist, Tideswell, Derbyshire. Com. West: 
May'15 and June 12, at 10; Canesten, Sheffield. Off. Ass. Brewin. 
Sol. Unwin, Sheffield. Pet, April 21 

Miller, Warwick and Milverton. Com. w <% 


HAYWARD, Joun, 
19 and June 2, at 10; Birming! 
sam & Morris, W: ; or James & ht, Birmingham. "Pet. April 27. 

ahs Wea, Henry Ss > Sie Jackson Roserts, Merchants, 3 
Rood-lane, and of Prince Edward’s Island, British North America. Com. 
Fonblangque: May 11 and July 3, at 12; Basinghall-st. Qf. Ass. Stans- 
feld. Sol. Jones, 15 Size-lane, Pet. April 27. 

M‘EACHEN, Matcoum, Cork A Ta Liverpool. Com. Perry: Ma 
ll, and Sone 14, at 12; Liverpool. Off. Ass. Morgan, Sols. Holden & 
Sons, , Dale-st., Liverpool. Pet. April 27. 

MOORHOUSE, AMES, Innkeeper, Skipton, Yorkshire. Com. West: May 

20, and June 11, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Off. Ass. Young. 

. Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. April 24 

THORMAN, Josera, jun., Commission Agent & Iron Merchant, Newcastle- 

Tyne Thorman & Co.) Com. Ellison: May 17, at 12.30; and June 
16, at 11; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Off. Ass. Baker. Sols. 
Brown & Son, Ne venge-ee- F . Pet. April 27. 

TOMPSON, Tuomas, Builder, Mi . Com. Holroyd: May 21, at 2; 
and June | at 12; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Edwards. Sols. Hughes, 
Hooker, & Buttenshaw, 1 St. Swithin’s-lane ; or King, Hastings. Pet. 


foun, Ship Owner, Sunderland, Durham. Com. Ellison: May 

17, and = 6, atl; Royal- arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Off. Ass. 

Baker. Sols. Harle, Bush, & Co., 20 Southampton-bldgs., Chancery- 
lane, & 2 Butcher’s Bank, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Pet. Ae 26. 

WAGHORN, Wutt1aM Price, Grocer & Draper, Stratton-house, Wester- 

ham, Kent, late of Tatsfield-ct., Tatsfield, Surrey, formerly of Horsmon- 


den, Kent. Com. Goulburn: May 15, at 12; and June 14, at ll: Ba- 
singhall-st. Off. Ass. Pennell. Sols. Monckton, Guy, & Monck om 
Raymond-bldgs., Gray’s-inn; or Monckton & Son, Maidstone. 


April 29. 

Wi114m Srussines, Butcher, Hertford. Com. Evans: May 13, 
at 12, and June 10, at 2; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Bell. Sols. Mason & 
Sturt, nena or Longmore, Sworder, & Longmore, Hertford. 
GHAM, Josgru, Boot & Shoe Maker, Liverpool. Com. Stevenson : 
Sax Geen. 10, at 11;  emeamead Off. Ass. Turner. Sols. Evans 

Liverpool. Pet. April 28. 
Faway, May 7, 1858. 
Ter See, oe eee, 


partnership with Chaffer (Thomas and Be: Chaffer). 
mall eA Sune 86 a8 ails bn Off. Ass. ove. Sols. 
Dame Commerce-ct., iverpool ; or Sale, Worthington, 





Pet. ‘apail 39 
CHAF Jonnson, Com: ee ae. Com. 
Ayrton: Ma; 26 and June 16, at 12; Town- -upon-Hull 
Of. 4 upon-Hull. Pet. 





, EDWARD, , Boston. Balguy: May 18 and 
June 8, at 10.30; Shire-hall, Nottingham. ‘ Sols. 
“ & 7 Grosecharch- 3 or Boston; or James 
HARB , Thomas, Wine and it Merchant, North Shields. 
—" Hay 19 ana June 21, ee arcade, Geneumicenee 
Of 4m . Baker. ‘Sols. Loftus & oung, 10 worsn bona 
bh Adamson, Dorking-sq., Tynemouth. Pet. May 3. 
HATTON, Stationer, 35 Brudenell-pl., New North-rd., Hoxton. 
Com. Fi f May 18, at 12.20; and June 18, at 1; Basinghhall- 
sop da Sols. J. J. & S. Solomon, 22 Finsbury-pl. Pet. 


HILL. Joun, Plumber, re Evesham, eer wg Com. y 


May 19 and June 9, at ; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Whitmore. 
Gores, Worcester; or #.& It. Weight, Waterioo-s, birmingham, 
HUN Taomas, Grocer, Rochdale, Lancashire. se 4 18 and June 8, 
mre Off. Ass. Fraser. Sols. Holgate & Roberts, Roch- 


land-cottages, Lavender- 


’s-rd., Dalston, and late of DE Tower-st. Com. Fon- 


adel age a at2; and June 18, at 12; Seapets Of. Ads. 
sol sn, Gio ’s-inn. Pet. Aj 


Lancashire. “Sane 2 & 2, at 12; 
Pet. April 26. 














hg Manchester. Off. Ass Pott, Sol. Heath, Manchester. Pet. 


y 3. 

SHELDON, Ann JANE, Licensed Victualler, Birmingham. Com. Baer 
May 18 and June 7, at 10; . Off. Ass. Whitmore. 
James & Knight, y 3. 

SHERB' Grocer, Odiham, Southampton. Com. 

Fonblanque: May 8, at 2.30 ; and June 18, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. A 

Ass. Stansfeld. Sols. Johnson, ba arg Be Sons, Temple ; or 
Brooks, ob ong hammer Hants. Pet. May 5. 

STAINTON, Ma: 


1 12.30; and J 21, at 12; ‘tater Newcastle- 
, 18, at ‘une at upon- 
=o Baker, Sols. Shum, Wilson, & Crossman, 3 King’rd, Bod 
ww, London ; or Stanton, ag omni 4s il Pet. May 3. 
THOMPSON, Deudee, 3 Builder, West Hartlepool, Durham. Com. Ellison: 
May 20, at 11; ay tg Fong Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon- Tyne. 
Off. Ass. Baker. Sols. Hodgson & ba Hartlepool ; or Hodge & Harle, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 


TURNER, Wit11aM, Sail Maker North Shields. Com. Ellison: May 19, 
at 12; and June 21, at 12.30; Royal-areade, og Of. 
Ass. Baker. Soils. "Tinley & Adamson, North Shields. Pet. April 30. 


BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Fawar, May 7, 1858. 
Suaw, THomas GeorcE, Wine Merchant, Great St. Helen’ 's.— April 21. 


MEETINGS. 
TuespaY, May 4, 1858. 

BEnsusaAN, MENAHAM Levy, SamvueL Levy Bensusan, Jacos Levy Ben- 
susan, & Josnua Levy BENSUSAN, Merchants, 6 Magdalen-row, Great 
Prescot-st., Goodman’s-fields. Final Div. sep. ests. of each, May 26, at 
12; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

Caporn, Francis Mereprru, Lace es Nottingham. Div. 
June 3, at 10.30; Re srt Nottingham. “ y- 

Goopa, CHARLES, Confectione r, King-st., Great bag ems: Div. May 26, 
at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

HARRIDANCE, Henny, jun., & James Burier, Corn and Coal Merchants, 
Maldon, Essex. Div. May 25, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. 

Hueues, Davip, Grocer, Tredegar, Monmouthshire. Div. Jane 3, at 11; 
Bristol. Com. Skirrow 

—s REEs, Outfitter, Liverpool. Div. May 26, at 11; Liverpool. 

Perry. 

Lenvey, , 3 Manufacturer of and Dealer in Boots and Shoes, North 
Shields. Last Ex. (by adj. from April 27), May 17, at 1; Royal-arcade, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. 

M‘Catman, Cotrn, Ship Chandler, Liverpool, trading there and at Prince 
Edward’s Island in co-partnership with James wines (Wilson, Brown, 
& Co.) Div. joint est., May 27, at 11; Liverpool. Com. 

REYNOLDs, MarTHa, & "Joun MAson Ksicut, Ironmongers, Rugby. Div. 
May 27, at 11.30; Birmingham. Com. Balgw a 

Roire, Joun, jun., Tailor, 110 Leadenhall-st. May 27, at 11; Basing- 
hall-st. Com. Evans. 

Srevenson, W1Li1AM, Auctioneer, Sheffield. Creditors who have proved 
to meet on May 26, at 11, at the Town-hall, Sheffield, to decide upon an 
offer of composition then’ to be made. 

TaYLor, THomas, Tailor, 21 & 22 White Rock-pl., Hastings. Div. May 26, 
at 12.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque 

WHIELDoN, Georee, jun., Brick Maker, Wyke House, Wincanton, Gilling- 
ham, Dorset. Creditors who have proved to meet at reine 
May 29, at 12.30, to consider an offer of com, then to mwomy e 


Witi1ams, Witt1aM, Linen Draper, Liandilo, 
May 18, at 11; Bristol. Com. Skirrow. 

Woop, Joun BREARLEY, & Waxrer Tarrant, Cotton Brokers, Liverpool. 
Div. May 27, at 11; Liverpool. Com. Stevenson. 

Wootsey, Jonny, Ironmonger, Great Grimsby. Div. June 9, at 12; Town- 
hall, Kingston-upon-Hull. est. 

Fray, May 7, 1858. 

Baker, wag: ag tm Kent. Div. June i, at 1; Ba- 
singhall- -st. Com. H 

ConsTANTINE, JAMES. Coan Spinner, Scout, near Newehnreh in Rowsen- 
dale. Div. June 2, at 12; Manchester. Com. Jemmett. 

Coorzr, VALENTINE, Innkeeper, Bell-inn, Bath-rd., Cheltenham, Div. 
June 24, at 11; Bristol. Com. Skirrow. 

Foscoio, PETER Gzorcg, Corn Merchant, 3 Dunster-ct., Mincing-lane (P. 

G. Foscolo & Co.) Div. May 28, at 11.30; pes msc Com. Evans. 

HannaForD, THomas Browne, Slate Merchant, valga-wharf, Ratcliff- 
cross, Middlesex. Div. May 31, at 11; 

Hurcuinson, W! Broker, | 
& Co.) Div. 

Iuare, Davin, Manufacturer, 
Div. June 1, at 12; Manchester. tt. 

Jones, Jonx, Tailor, . Preston. Div. May 31, at 12; Manchester. Com, 


Jemmett. 
Meyer, Antuony, Merchant, Throgmorton-st. Div. May 28, at 11; Ba- 
singhall-st. Com. Fane 


Rozperts, Davin, & Wintiam James Hanson, Worsted Halifax. 


Div. May 28, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. West. 
RowLanD, RICHARD, , Chertsey. Div. May 28, at 12.30; Ba- 
singhall-st. oe he 


eR, CHARLES FRED ARD ScHLESINGER, & 
PaRFITT, » Drysalters, 9 & 10 Dainghall a t. Last Be. (by adj. oar 
20), May 18, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 
SHELLEY, SAMPSON, Power Loom Cloth esas oem Manchester. Prf.¢@f 


Dots. May 19, at 11; Manchester. Com. J 
SHERRING, SaMugL, & JAMES Lrrriz, Printers, Bristol. Div. June 3, at 
11; Bristol. Com. Skirrow. 


Sautas, Epwarp (Clay & Squire), Timber Merchant, Kingston-upon-Hull. 
Div. June 9, at 12; Town-hall, Kingston-upon-Hull. Com. hang 
doanen, WILLiaM, Sir Joun DEAN Pact, Bart., & Ropert Maxin Batss, 
Bankers, 217 Strand, also as Navy Agents, 41 Norfole-st. fits (Hallord & Co.) 
Prf. Dots. joint est. May 20, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 
Tozer, Henry, 3 Dean-st., Soho, Tin Plate Worker, and 3 Cranbourne-st., 
Leicester-sq. Last Ex. May 19,at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 
DIVIDENDS, 
Bee ay one May 4, 1858. 
Asuuin, Spencer, Corn F ean ee Fourth, $d. Pennell, 3 Guild- 
hall-chambers ; any Tuesday, 11 to 
Bontorr, HARRISON, Bookseller, Devin: First, 8s. 6d. Harris, Middle- 
pavement, Nottingham ; May 3, or three following Mondays, 11 tes. - 
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First, 58. 9d, Turner, 


Ry Ee ne 


ae re ., 2 Davip Coorzn, 1 Tallow Chandlers, Man- 
, and Mottram. Second, iygd. Fraser, 45 George-st., Man- 
chester’ ny Puen, if 


A 0d. Pennell, 3 Guild- 
De Eas See nt org First, 1s. 1 ui} 
, Caantes, Leather Merchan 


& Chi 2 i Boek tere sl. Sec 
2s. 9d. Pennell, 3 Guildhall-chambers ; any ry, 11 to 2, 
‘aaa ier aah Wane raion 
. -st.; any . ° 
uM, Davip, pabbn nag Goole ee ae 
8. 2d. Stansfeld, 10 Basinghall-st. ; » It to 2. 
Rosset W dccunsa Victualler, Livespoa. 


Groowe, 11 Eldon-chambers, South John-st., "Liverpoal an 3 any Taureday, 
Parker, Ricwarp, Carrier, yay rig oa ey. First, 4s. 4d. 
oe Basinghall-st. ; May 5 juent Wednesdays, 


, Carpenter, 85 Lower Whitecross-st., + pea First, 4s. 6d. 
Pennell, 3 Guildhall- chambers; any Tuesday, ll to 2 
SEAMAN, GEORGE, Grocer, 70 High-st., Eton. First, 3s. Pennell, 3 Guild- 
Reichenbers: any Tyendey, 11 to 2, 
Sreraens, Joun Prour Davis, Wine Merchant, 4 Brabant-ct., Philpot- 
ine. Second, 944. Pennell, 3 Guildhall-chambers; any Tuesday, 11 


Tae | THoMas, es Soo 11 Osborne-pl., iteckhoath- First, 3s. 4d. Stans- 


Jeld, 10 y Thursday, | 
Tiperas, Rosas, Colonial Broker: #9 Greet Tover-st. Final, 7hd- Pen- 
nell, 3 Guildhall-chambers ; any Tuesday, 11 to 


2. 
WERS, SAMUEL, Looking Glass Manufacturer, 21 Pitfield-st., Hoxton. 
3s. 3d. ites , 22 Basinghall-st.; May 5, and three subsequent 
ViaLon, ina RicHarpson, Builder, 37 Fish-st.-hill, and Richmond-rd., 
vor First, 2s, 6d. Pennell, 3 Guildhall-chambers; any Tuesday, 


Warp, BagTsotomew, Stationer, 71 High-st., Genthwart, and 37 St. 
James-pl., Hev-eroms Second, 44d. Pennell, 3 Guildhall-chambers; 
any Tuesday, 11 to 2. 

‘Winerone, Renny: Sold & Giver Case Moker, 4S. Jemede st. Teltng- 


Norran, 


ton, and 7 Liverpool-st., Old Broad-st, 10 
singhall-st.; any sbaretey, 1) te 1] to 2. ne “weet 
Wirners, WILLIAM Miller, Mansfield, Notts. Second, 4d 


4d. Harris, 
Po emgage Nottingham ; May 3, or three e alotwing Mondays, ll 


to 

Woop, James, Grocer, Wolverhampton. First, 4s. 54d. Kinnear, 37 
Waterloo-st., Birmingham ; say thurs, 1 

Fawar, May 7,1 

Boxp, Faancis, Grocer, North Shields. Fist, 3 2. 4d. Baker, Royal-arcade, 
Neéweastle-upon-Tyne ; any Saturday, 10 to 

Bowes, WILLIAM, Spade and Edge Tool nt a Greta Forge, Kes- 
wick. First, 2s. 6d. Baker, Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne; any 


note , 10 te 3. Man = 
BROWN, » ufacturer, ‘artlepool. mum oo . Baker, Royal- 
arcade, Ni ; any Saturday, 10 to 
Cream, Ricgarp C., Apothecary, Rashall. First, 1s. std Acraman, 19 St. 
, Bristol ; any Wednesday, 1] to 
CuMMING, Wits, ‘Brewer, Plymouth. First, rg “a. Hirtzel, Queen- 
st." Exeter ; any Tuesday or Friday, 1] to 2. 
Evans, JouN, Ship Builder, Aberystwith. First, 2s. 3d. Acraman, 19 St. 
Augustine’s-parade, Bristol ; any Wednesday, 11 to |. 
’ Broadwater. Second, 6§d. Lee, 20 
Pumme deere aabaen 3 orga. Further Di 2s. 144. Hirteel, Queen- 
Ve» 
st., Exeter ; hee » il to 
on 
sons, May ft 1858. ¢ 
on Monmouthshire. ak at 11; Prt 
-ct., Harbour-; Ramsgate. 
vba: banal eta & ed 
AYID, 12 & 13 Minories. 
26, at 12; Basinghall ae , J 
ae , JouN, Cordage Manufacturer, Northwich, Cheshire. May 26, at 
ve 
PorHas, James, Tambour Worker, 13 Marlborough-rd., Dalston, and of 
Coggeshall, Essex, May 26, at 1 . 
Tatton, WIL114M, sen., WILLIAM wh tion Ten., y Tayior, Linen 
Manufacturers, Barnsley, Yorkshire. May 25, att + Leeds, 
Faupar, May 7, 1858 
Apams, Sauuzt, Banker, Ware (Samuel Adams & Co.). May 28, at 1.30; 


Atamn, Srovten, & Haunt douse ts, 

yoy Tt Smit, Merchants, Mark-lane-chambers. 
Biecu, Josern pe ate am May 41, at 11.30; Com- 

rd., Cheltenham. June 8, 

Caapracs, Waiuae Haway, Grocer, Preston and Garstang, Lancashire, 

June 4, at 12; Manchester. 

Domiwr, Joum, Fellmonger, Gerne Abbas, Dorset. June 3, at 1 ; Queen-st., 


Front, J p 
samt, Sip tom ream Nm gs SLA E ree 


ab tte 
pinay CEB, baker, Waltham, Essex. May 28, at 12; 
Mrrcagzut, Roses, Kage Tog Py: Sheffield. May 29, at 10; 
Rossum, Davin, & Wasa Janes Hasson, Worsted Spinners, Halifax. 
aaa Jem, image, Stroud, Rochester. May 24, at 12; Baslng- 


To be ALLOWED, unless Ne 
Hoey dont Dayb, Bratt thin 


WELLS, ay goatee pres Blackburn, Lancashire. June 4, at12; Man- 


Warrwox = ant § Ltr ngy A Yorkie ees 28, * i; 

ury-m 

Wrson, James, Ship Chandler, the BS lt 
Edward's-island, in penned with vith Gin Mea man ( 


& Co.). “May 28, at 11; Liverpool, on applica’ 


To be DELIVERED, APPEAL ae ‘duly a tg 
Rip fay 2, 1858. 
pone, blag Calico Prin id Manchester. ‘ape Bo. 27, Ist class. 
JAMES, Builder, | 117 ar Surrey. 


Ys ny ang Grocer, Sheffield. April 24, 8rd a, Ror” a suspension 
3 
Cocks A ag Fame. & Jonn Cocxsnort, Worsted Manufacturers, Frizing- 
 Brcaricnmalg J ‘sil ae Plates, Shade. A 7 3rd class. 
a T, ~ony ver Sed 
Dopp, Jou, Hay Dealer, Lianelly, Brecon. ‘pel 3] Srd class, after @ sus- 
pension of 12 calendar mos. 
, Rowert, Tailor, Mariston-st., Setiry, Woe April 22, and 


br Derma eer Ti, Fo bs 2, 2nd 
es , THOMAS, Steel 


April'24, 2nd 
Exuey, Cuarzes, Corn Forvers 5 akehe. April 23, 2nd 
Genny, ALEXANDER, Sewed Mi pgagal br ge poe 9 Vriday y-st., aa 
tt 9°. St clan er 9 eee hes imine. doa Seat: 16. 
Hiton, Be Bieksan, E , Dukinfield, Cheshire. Apfil ‘27, 9nd class. 
Hampson, BENJAMIN, ioner, Manchester. April 26, Ist class. 
Hearnsaaw, Pavt, Coal Merchant, Sheffield. April 24, 3rd class. 
YDER, FREDERICK THomas, Grocer, 2 Purton-ter., Ledbury-rd. |. Bayswater 
April 22, 3rd class, after a suspension of 6 mos. 
Kimkitam, Tomas, Spinner and Manufacturer, Fo bg Livesey, Black- 
burn. April 24, 3rd class, after a suspension of 2 years. 
ice, Manta, Tailor, 184 Lambeth-walk, Lambeth. April 13, Ist 
class. 
om. 
Smithfield, and 10 Ham 


-ter., feet Gheateh nde -villas. 1Svllea” April Mt, 
bd class, after a suspension of 3 mos. 


Morean, Josern, Ironmonger, Garnvach, near Nantyglo, Monmonthshire. 
April 27, 2nd class. 

NicHotson, Josau4, Butcher, Hexham. April 27, 3rd class, after a sus- 
pension of 12 mos. 

PaRKER, James, & James Ronatp, Commission Agents, Bread-st. April 21, 
2nd class, after a on of 9 mos. 

PARKINSON, Spinner, Bradford. April 23, 2nd class. 

SHAw, Epwarp, Draper, Kingston-upon-Hull. April 28, 3rd class, subject 
to @ suspension of 2 years and 6 mos. 

Sma, Epwarp, Plumber, Northgate-st., Canterbury. April 30, 3rd class. 


Faway, May 7, 1858. 
ALLEN, Jonn Corn and Flour Dealer, Oldbury, Worcestershire. April 30, 


2nd class, 
pee Samuet, Maltster. Burnt Tree, Tipton, Staffordshire. April 30, 


ELTON, EDWARD, Innkeeper, Dudley. April 30, 3rd class. 
ROUGHTON, |THOMAS ARBUTHNOT BROWN, Corn Merchant, Welsh Back, 
Bristol. Ma: 4, 3rd class. 

a ea Jonny, Licensed Victualler, Dudley Port, Tipton. April 30, ard 


Butter, James Henry, Merchant, Liverpool. April 29, 2nd class, subject 

toa Ceane beet nic teak ted from Mar. 18. 

der, Wolverhampton. April 30, 2nd class. 

Sorig Bes bd Spirit Merchant, Hatherleigh, ped ‘Jan. 28, 2nd class. 
Ex.is, Joun, Joiner and Builder, Liverpool. April 29, Ist clags. 
Gray, Jounn Waiter, Commission Agent, Bu hoses | 3 Waltham, Southampton. 

April 28, 2nd class, after a suspe: 

ves, Wititam, Comission Warwick. opel 30, 2nd 

, Witttam, Licensed Horsley-heath, Tipton, pril w, 


ard 
| Biss James, Innkeeper, Wadebridge, yee bao pee SANT 
'AYNE, JOHN COMBERBACH, Ironmonger, 

poe i oomgeairn Wine and Spirit Py meg os Pe hen 
RiLeY, Isaac, Joiner and Builder, Dalehall, Burslem. A: class. 
Rotuinc, Tuomas, Cattle Dealer, Patterton, Dery. iy Ne 

¢ 

SHERRING, SAMUEL, & James LiTTLE, Printers, Bristol. May 4, lst clags. 


Tuompson, Davip, Innkéeper, Ulleskelf, Yorkshire. 
Wurre, WILLIAM, Farmer, Tintinhull, Somersetshire. 8, claas. 


Brotessional al Dartuersbins. Bissalven, 


Riso Cuasuss, Loot 


REGINALD George HaMLy? 





Liverpool, By mutual conse’ 
Knocxer, Epwarp, & E. Ni 


20. 
Law, Dover a, Nea Roe Re Ser an anorene4 
ieee for ree 6 of Creditors. 
ala eer, oye bed A Sl 
TLL Miller and Farmer, 
ote a ina = 


Wavell, Carpenter, oer G. Tilly, Hretens. pet 0 
execute on or before 
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Goswell-st.-rd., and 215 seca Be Buarxis, James, & James BLArnaty: fu (3 lames Blaikie & Son), Iron> 
ae” es boats w. Ten Wholesale Grocer, Li Tower-st.; A. founders, Edinburgh. a 13, 9845 y’s Ship-h Otel, East Registers 
Wholesale Tea Dealer, 's-lane, Cannon-st. Sols. Wright st., Edinburgh. Seq. A) 

& Bonner, 15 London-st., Fenchurch-st. FERGUSON, Peter, & James fort, Gates ore Ramey May 11, at 12; 
Rosinson, James, Butcher, Hatfield-heath, Hatfield, Broad Oak, Esse Faculty-hall, St. 's-pL, Glasgow 

April 28. Trustees, R. Steck, Farmer, Morrell Rooth: Roothing, Essex ; J. Brown, Lawrie, Wut114M, Miller, Coltbridge- ‘mills, ot ‘nba - May 10, at 2; 
Farmer, Little Hallingbury, Creditors to Ore tae beak eee shen tee 4 28. 

Sols. Tayler & Fairmsn, Bishop Stortford. , Atexanper, & Roserr Mitne (Milne, Brothers, & Co. 
4 Drapers, Aberdeen, May 11; Lemon-tree-tavern, townggsh die 2a seq. 

» Merchants, 22 April 30. 
Pe Trustees, J. G. Oilbroker, % Posrme, Dav, Ship Owner, Banff May 11, at]; Market-inn, Banff, 
» 14 New City ibers. - 
ttenshaw, 1 Swithin’s-lane ‘ PRINGLE, Davip, Grocer, Canongate, Edinburgh. May 12, at 2; Ken- 
Seceennays “ igh nedy's Ship-hotel, East Register-st., Edinburgh. 20. 






‘Watson, Georce, Trader, Bruce-st., Dunfermline. May 8, at 12; Aitkin'’s 
tt, ft Royal-hotel, Dunfermline. Seg. April 29. 
4 » 1. Briercliffe, itso dene 7, 1858. 
oh, Vd Schofield, Gen 
ees, Ge Bes . Co.) 
* My Wat t2; 13 Paco hall Se se George een. Glasgow, Sea Mag ® 
CoPLa | ALEXANDER Minne, Coal 





: A " Tron M Keene, Fife- 
annc ‘ ‘irs, Gre ? Save the nas se YL XC Miles, chive” May 15, at2; Bridge-hotel, aad fron Merchant May 5. 
Texaum 3 BaP c Lower es-st. April 9, Zrus- | Fippes, WittiaM, Grocer, Castle-st., Aberdeen. May 15, at 12; Royal- 
i onteank, r, eet -bldgs. ; J, Adams, jun., Fruit | | botel, Union-st., Aberdeen. Seg. May 3. 


lane, Gresham-st. MircHELL, RoseRr, Tavern Keeper, Airdrie. May 18, at 12; Royal-hotel, 


Whee Bett April 16. Trustees, S. Wilson, Cashier, Airdrie. Seq. May 4. 
: iy, Rd. ny Peg Sie en, London. Cre- 
execute before July 17. Sol. Barret, Hustler’s-bldgs., Bradford. 


Sreviors ates Wyte Chenery. |THE NATIONAL REVERSIONARY =| 








4 
Lots hton, Somersetshire (who TInstituted 1837 
Bee 185 aa) Seine series a Thee . Kindersley, Last Day for For the purchase of Absolute or Contingent Reversions, Life Interests, 
ae and Policies of Assurance on Lives. 











a ar : wee. 2B Hill ech tae Dee hee Be, OFFICES: 63, OLD BROAD-STREET, LONDON, E. €. 
4 Chairman—JOHN PEMBERTON HEYWOOD, Esq. 
aid by bib St. Gites pn 8 Sr. Nhe y Panmwers Ye es and 3 Corse, Deputy Chairman—EDWIN WARD SCADDING, Esq. 
nd Fund of the » oF S eorge, Consulting Counsel—Ggorez Lake Russeut, Esq. 
Tideabaty: ee Cds, Sn of hh nee Sere meee Such 
bers of Bn @ G. or St. Giles and St. George, Bloomber, Solicitors—Messrs. Carpats, Inirre, & Russeit, Bedford-row. 
olunteer ron the and of the war (in 1815), as iJ now living, and | Actuary—Fxancis A. Encetpacn, Esq., (the Alliance Assurance Com- 
such as haye since died, are to come in and prove their pany). 
26. the Chambers of the Master of the Rolls. Last Day for Proof, Agents in Edinburgh—Messas. Maconocare & wean, W.S., 10, Hill- 
Wid street. 
i ig mick x c Wound. Last rap op (wha oe beat 5 apt, 1000), Forms for submitting Proposals for Sale may | e obtoined at the 
Worster, Israet, ‘Lincoln, Lincolnshire (w! sir rn in § 1 ta96). Plaskitt | of the Company, and iaci.vies will be with a \ ew to the 
¢. Worsley, V.C. Stuart. Zast Day for Proof, June | completion of Contracts. G. A. REND. IL, 
a Mow 7, 1858. 3 
eee Pa Feurx, Lieut.-Gen. in Her Majesty’s Army, Hunsdon, Herts, ‘REVERSIONS AND ANNUITIES. 


sr tie late "auhac’ of ame Careeas Coteo egies AW REVERSIONARY INTERES Sv “IETY, 
om ayy esky ni ee Ee. cae a an wmf ayy Na me : 
died in Oct-, 1846). Collyer v, Collyer, V. C. Wood. Last Day for Pere Deputy-Cuatrman—Nassau W. Senior, Esq., late Master in ————. 


y-bridge-end, within , Lan- | Annuities granted in exchange for Reversionary and Contingent. Bn me 


Duepate, Taomas, Yeoman, Whalle: Billington, 
cashire (wlio died in Oct., 1851}; abd Jcaan> Duspane, Farmer, inte Annuities, Immediate, Deferred, and Contingent, and also Endowments, 
of Snoddoth, within Billington (who died in Mar., 1952). Garsden o, | STanted-on favourable terms. 














Dugdale, V.C. Stuart. Last Proof, June 8. Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and all further information, may 
Macautay, Gzorce, Esq., Papen rschareh shew th — in Nov., | be had at the Office. 
1854). Sharp v. Macaulay, M-R. Last Day for Prov, May 31. C, B. CLABON, Secretary. 
Macuen, Epwarp Notts win tnt in Apuil, 1857). Re}: 
a Botte, Machen. Machen, VC. Staart. Zax Dap for Prog, LONDON AND PROVINCIAL 
Nortey, Jomn, Builder, Cla; -rd. (who died in Aug., \ tley ev. 
oat Lay for Prot ia 3 pattapty mpi LAW ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
tata Stags oS Bor Pro ay St éivirai, Shi | iti ial 
ready, ¥ Last Day for Proof, Sune 14.” , aa : 
” ns At a pan Stock Companies. Layrgpeg maytag tere 
“ Cuan — Tos, ey 1858 aS tom mee Bush-lane, London, wprere 
era oF ot, Esq. spon age Rg BONUS. 
ewcatopet Tyne Heron os Four-fifths of the Profits divided amongst the Assured every Five 
re Oso the Company  arey-st., N - Tyne, the 178 Years. 
, at 11 wil prodeed 0 sel the it of ontributories. Ths Demas hon craned Nay aay tae ae a ee 
Socrery.— proceed on h annum on 
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TO THE OWNERS OF HOUSE PROPERTY IN AND NEAR LONDON, 
HE RENT GUARANTEE SOCIETY. 
TRUSTEES. 


Th y; 2 56, 

John Horatio Li a 1, King’s Bench Walk, Temple. 

wT Wm. ys ang baa. FRS, pamtond and Cen: 
L. Ridgway, Esq., 169, Piccadilly. 


whic ae bas Don nfl and bene peration sac 185, It was 
re of securing to wy pry TITHE-OWNERS, 
MORTGAGEES, TRUSTEES, and others, the receipt of INCOMES, from 
Estates, Houses, and other Property, with the same regularity as dividends 
from the Public Funds, The Society also Manages and Collects Rents with- 
out offering the security of a large subscribed capital (£100,000), 
for certain and prompt payment of all sums collected. 
A moderate Commission covers all for Management, Superintend- 
heap gy Ae ogy — The Society are now act- 
under Chancery, the Court having sanctioned their 
appointment. For particulars apply at the Society’s Offices, 3, Charlotte- 
House, London. 


one a a gona ast hind reat bes Asmgpernin rey os 9 
of the Commission will be allowed, and the legal business connected with 
the Property will, in all cases, be referred to the Solicitor of the Client. 





LINCOLNSHIRE.—Valuable Farms in Deeping St. Nicholas, near 
Spalding. 


O be SOLD by AUCTION, in THREE LOTS, 
early in the month 7, JUNE next, if not previously disposed of by 
4 rivate contract, of which due notice will be given, all that Valuable FREE- 
OLD ESTATE, situate in DEEPING ST. NICHOLAS, near Spalding, Lin- 
colnshire, containing 526 Acres, or thereabouts, of highly productive 
Arable and Pasture Land, in a ring fence, now divided into three farms, 
with excellent residences and farm buildings thereon, all in good repair, 
and in the several occupations of Mr. Benjamin Lake, Mr. Thomas Ravell, 
and Mr. Charlies Plowright. 

The tenants will show the premises on application by card, to be had 
from St. Barbe Sladen, Esq., Solicitor, 14, Parliament-street, London; or 
from Charles F. Bonner, Esq., Solicitor, Spalding ; to either of whom appli- 
cations for the purchase by private contract are to be made, and from whom 
all particulars may be obtained. Two-thirds of the purchase-money may, 
if required, remain on security of the property. 





SUPERIOR WINES. 


ESSRS. ELLIS and SON are directed to SELL 
by AUCTION, at GARRAWAY’S, on MONDAY, MAY 10, and fol- 
lowing day, at TWELVE, a PORTION of the STOCK of a highly respect- 
able and old-established City Firm, declining business; comprising about 
700 dozens of very choice wines of the highest class, including Port of the 
following celebrated shippers: Offiey’s, Taylor's, Cockburn’s, Kingston’s, 
Quarles Harris’s, &c., from five to twenty years in bottle ; Kopkee’s Rorez 
Port, vintage 1820 ; 15 dozens of fine old Port (Taylor’s) in magnums, bot- 
tled in 1845; very rare old E. I. Madeira (Blackburn’s), Lafitte and John- 
ston’s Claret, in quarts and pints Ofley's Bucelias, some small quantities 
of very old Val de Penas, Pedro "Ximines, and other curious wines. The 
ee ee at the time of sale, and will be delivered from the 
cellars in the City. 
Lamy bored en Ng Ng abe prado Messrs. Ellis & Son, Auc- 
Estate Agent’s, 49, Fenchurch-stree' 





Capital detached FREEHOLD RESIDENCE, with Stabling large Garden 
and Greenhouse, near FOREST HILL, SURREY, Land Tax redeemed. 


ESSRS. ELLIS & SON are directed by the Pro- 
prietor, R. Page, Esq., who is remo’ , to SELL by AUCTION, 
at GARRAWAY’S, on FRIDAY, MAY 21, at TWELVE (unless an accept- 
able offer be previously made by private contract), a capital detached 
RESIDENCE, situate on Peckham-rye Common, a remarkably open and 
healthy district, within a short distance of Forest-hill and the Crystal 
Falene. and only 44 miles from London. It presents a handsome elevation, 
with stuccoed Front and Portico at the entrance, and is approached by a Car- 
riage Drive, It contains ample accommodation for a —-= family, with 
gon supply of spring and soft water, detached coach-house and stabling ; 
* marge and productive garden, stocked with the choicest fruit-trees ; green- 
house, with fine vines and forcing-pits, and ornamental water. 
To be viewed by tickets only, to be had of Messrs. Ellis & Son. Printed 
Rowper'-cur Corbi at Grravay Parker, and Clarke, Solicitors, 2, 
's~court, Cornhill; at Garraway’s; and of Messrs. Ellis & Son, Auc- 
tioneers and Estate Agents, 49 Fenchurch-street. 





DENMARK-HILL, 


ESSRS. ELLIS and SON are directed by the 
Executor of the late Miss Boyman to SELL by AUCTION, at 
GARRAWAY’S, on FRIDAY, MAY 21, at Twelve (unless an 
offer be previously made by private contract) an excellent RESID CE, 
of handsome with portico at entrance, and cai ve in 










£16 
Seren nae 0 ne 


To be viewed by tickets. be had of C. J. Smith 
a ad Ame ar, Morgner at Garraway's; and 


den, Auctionsers and Katate Agente, 49, Fenchurch 


stocked, 
It is held for an term of seven Se ee ee 





A REALLY GOOD PEN AT A LOW PRICE. 
ODSON’S LAW PEN is now used i prow Sr 


Offices in the Profession, and is highly esteemed 
have given it a 
Penis made of a particularly material, emulating the pliability 
of the Quill, and is warranted of the finish. 
ie 60. gor: Snes. im Offices age 
treated with on terms. 


Tedeen Sk Dacteanh-anveen ., London. 


T° BE SOLD, pursuant to an Order of the High 
of , made in a Cause “ Kerrich v. 
the Chancellor Sir Richard Torin <4 
udge Court the said Cause is attached, Mh may 
Seg PT gb A OCT EG 
2 iy ° 0" 
LOT, the Socueie tases se the PEND) 





sanaea Sh ahee from the Exchange of the poe nal 
com FITZG ES, the DUCHY and the 
BLO. ae ee about 662 acres of land, with the 
requisite surface rights. The at present open for embrace 
four val called ‘Albont, ame, Hew,.0nd. Bien 
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by means of the River Irwell, 
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shire and Yorkshire Railway, are available for the extensive markets in the 
important man po selagne round Manchester, and with a right of 
free toll over the suspension bridge into Broughton, the most im- 
portant suburb of Manchester, thereby securing a large private trade. The 


: 


Property is held direct from the freeholders, under leases containing 
nants most favourable to lessees, the chief part being for a term, of 
forty-four a0, are unexpired, at rents amounting in the whole 
rental of by + Raat song! averaging only £40 per statute acre of 
worked ; and Mines are underleased Andrew Knowles 
aaa wha covenedliy Ait es tae Bese, Se Oe So ee 
the improved rent of £1,436 per annum ; thus producing a rent of 
£586 per annum, exclusive of royalties, "which average £1 statute 
acre of Coal worked, a large prospective increasing income thus 
obtained. ‘A large outlay has been made by the Lessees in 
and in erecting plant and machinery, all of the most improved and sub- 
the Works are being carried on with great spirit, 
ge beth cw 


satisfactory manner. 

ted particulars and conditions of sale (with plans annexed) oon 
chuitnad (rae ie lanten, eae Cooper and H 
Verulam-buildings, Gray’s-inn ; f — White and 
10, Whitehall-place ; and at the A ee wat’ eal’ cf ena, Cee 
and Galsworthy, Land Agents and Surveyors, No. oni Regent-street, Water- 
loo-place ; and in the pre ny of Hugh Lg wary Pre. » Receiver, Broughton, 
and at the principal hotels in Manchester and Liverpool. 
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LEYTONSTONE, ESSEX.—Freehold Building Land, containing nearly 


eight acres. ‘ 
ESSRS. DRIVER are directed to SELL b 
AUCTION, at the MART, on FRIDAY, MAY 28, at TWELVE, 
Fifteen Lots, mgm ver. canes and desirable plots of FREEHOLD 
BUILDING LAND, having capital frontages and 
abu on the road from London to por depen tn 





Dorsetshire. 
A ee DRIVER will offer for SALE by 
AUCTION, at the MART, RT, LONDON, FRIDAY, JUNE 18, at 
TWELVE, in One Lot (unless 


the mer igh valeakie Know rena ee tans Brennen Cale Estat ortant FREEHOLD ib nora? 
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SupscrisERS’ Corirs CAN BE BOUND ON THE FOLLOWING 
germs:—THe JOURNAL anp REPORTER, In sepa- 
RATE VOLUMES, CLOTH, 2s. 6d. PER VOLUME; HALF CALF, 
4s. 6d. PER VOLUME. CLOTH COVERS FOR BINDING CAN BE 
SUPPLIED AT ls, 3d, EACH. THE TWO SENT FREE BY. POST 
FOR 36 STAMPS. READING CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 
FOR A YEAR’ ARE NOW READY, 3s. 6d. EACH.—ORDERS 
TO BE SENT TO THE PUBLISHER. 

A COMPLETE INDEX OF THE CURRENT VOLUME IS NOW 
OPEN ‘BOR, REFERENCE, AT THE PUBLISHING OFFICE, 
FREE OF CHARGE. THE INDEX WILL BE REGULARLY 
MADE UP AS EACH SUCCESSIVE NUMBER. APPEARS. 

Post-office orders should be made le at the BRANCH 
MONEY-ORDER OFFICE, Chancery-lane, to WILLIAM 
DRAPER, 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, London, W.C. It is 

J ted that ALL Drafts and Post-office Orders 
crossed “ § Co.” 

We cannot notice any communication unless accompanied by the 
name and address of the writer. 

Advertisements can be received at the Office until six o'clock on 
Friday evening. 

*,* Any error or delay occurring in the transmission of this 

Journal to Subscribers should be immediately communicated to 

the Publisher. 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 
a 
LONDON, MAY 15, 1858. 





PROCEDURE IN DIVORCE CASES. 


The Court for Divorce and Matrimonial Causes has 
been in action long enough to enable us to appreciate, to 
some extent, the mode in which it is likely to operate. 
One unpleasant feature connected with it is, perhaps, 
nothing more than an inevitable incident of the first 
establishment of such a jurisdiction. We allude to the 
large number of cases in which it has pronounced judg- 
ment of dissolution of marriage. Some days back Lord 
Campbell announced, with much apparent satisfaction, 
that since the opening of the Court eight such judg- 
ments had been given, and he added that, in one or two 
instances the parties could not, under the old system, 
have obtained relief from Parliament. We may hope 
that this rush of business will not continue, and that it 
is due to the practical denial of relief to all but the 
wealthy which formerly existed. However this may be, 
it would certainly appear, from the reports in the daily 
papers, that there is considerable reason to fear that 
under the new system cases will be disposed of so 
speedily, and with so much ease, as to open a door for 
collusion. Whatever may have been the objections to 
the old action for criminal conversation—and we have 
not the slightest wish to deny their existence or to ex- 
tenuate their importance—there can be no doubt that 
the necessity of obtaining, and of being actually paid, 
substantial d: before an application for divorce 
could be entertained, operated as a very strong check to 
‘collusion on the part of the adulterer, whilst the fear of 
seeing bad conduct exposed, on cross-examination, with 

~ a view to the mitigation of damages, would operate in 
_ the same way with respect ‘to the husband. - It was, no 
doubt, a monstrous injustice that the mouth of the wife 
should be shut; but it was, also, a considerable conve- 
nience that the husband and the adulterer should be put 
in’ a position of real hostility. We are not without 
apprehension that collusion may become very, com- 
mon under a system in which 
' of borer d incur any inconvenience whatever, possibly 
_ Rot’even the payment of costs. 
_ . Ina legal pout of view, one of the most remarkable 
, features of th change is, the new position which juries 
. Ste made to assume in the process of obtaining a divorce. 
ing to the state of thi 
», applicatir 


i 





ther limited relief, did not involve an. ai to a 
a e jury was 
0. 


e adulterer does not’ 


which has now passed 
for a divorce a mens@ et thoro, and 





indispensable, but was confined to a single stage in the 


proceedings. It was their duty to ascertain the fact of 
criminal intercourse, and to assess the which 
that act had inflicted upon the husband, reference being 
had to the conduct of all’ parties, and especially to the 
degree of affection which might be su to have 
existed between the husband and wife. “ Under the pre- 
sent Act, juries may be empanelled on the demand of 
either party, to try “ any question of fact ” which may 
be'in dispute, and that question is to be reduced to 
writing, and submitted to them accordingly. It is, how- 
ever, perfectly possible, if the parties are so inclined, to 
obtain all the relief which the Act can afford—even a 
dissolution of marriage, without having recourse to a 
jury at all. We are of opinion that the old system was 
open to the very strongest objections,’ both in principle 
and practice; but it certainly does appear to us that, 
accidentally no doubt, and unintentionally, it regu- 
lated the played by juries in a more satisfactory 
manner ‘than is the case with the present Act. The 
great advantage of trial by jury is the introduction of 
the element of popular feeling, and the sanction of a 
popular tribunal, into legal decisions, upon subjects 
which are of wide general interest. If the only object 
in view were to obtain a decision exactly in accordance 
with the evidence, and with the abstract. rules of law, 
there can be no doubt that in complicated trans- 
actions the decision of a single competent judge would, 
generally speaking, be ‘better calculated for the 
desired end. There is, however, a strong and reason- 
able feeling in this country that no laws which the wit 
of man can devise are so perfect, that they can always 
be rigidly enforced, without shocking the moral senti- 
ment of the people, and destroying, or at least weaken- 
ing, their assent, and their inclination to: obey. This 
difficulty is to a great degree overcome, by making a 
set of men, unfamiliar with legal principles, and accus- 
tomed to decide by a certain rough instinct and general 
impression, the judges in matters in: which the moral 
ficlings of the community are interested. This is the 
true justification for the employment of juries in crimi- 
nal, and in a very large proportion of civil cases; 

this we think ought to be the governing principle in 
respect of the part to be assigned to juries in questions 
of divorce. 

The old law, as we have already observed, was a 
miracle of brutality, clumsiness, and injustice; but, 
freely conceding this, it still remains the fact, that it 
established, in a rough sort of manner, the principle, 
that no one should be entitled to a Bax esmugr ok of _ 
marriage unless the ular voice, speaking t a 
jury, had declared that in the matter of his wife’s adul- 
tery the fault had not been: substantially on his side ; 
and that the adulterer had really inflicted upon him a 

ave injury. A judicial separation, on. the other 

and, cama bs obtained by application to a judge alone. 
We must say, that this appears to us to have been a 
wholesome practice., The dissolution of a marriage is, 
perhaps, as solemn an act as.any,tribunal can be 
salted. spss. to. perform. Even criminal , proceedings, 

which are of the very ‘highest import- 


except those 

ance, are less serious; and there is no act whatever 
which appeals so forcibly to all the moral thies 
and instincts. ‘There is none, therefore, in which it is 


so important that the popular sentiment should go al 

with and ratify the act of the judge; and hence, it 
would seem to follow, that suits for divorces a vinculo 
are just the sort of cases in which the intervention of a 
jury is particularly required. It’ is the inevitable ten- 
dency of submitting matters to exclusively judicial 
decision that a system of fixed rules is set up, accord- 
ing to which the judge can “decide without incurring 
personal nsibility, whilst he. gratifies one of the 
strongest of the intellectual instincts—the instinct of in- 
genuilty, by elaborating them. ** Now, a divorce @ vinculo 

just the kind of transaction to which this sort of pre 

ceeding is altogether inapplicable ; it stands epeeislly’ in 
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need of the popular moral sanction, and its good effect, 
in a public point of view, depends almost entirely on 
the d in which it obtains it. On the other hand, it 
is the last case in which any of the parties to the trans- 
action are likely to wish for any publicity which they 
can contrive to avoid. They have every reason to wish the 
whole matter to be transacted with as much privacy as 
ible. The indulgence of this wish appears to us to 
incompatible with the public interest; and we there- 
fore regret that the law, as it stands, should enable them 
to gratify it. 
The power of appealing to a jury in questions of judi- 
cial separation appears to us to re objectionable as the 
wer of declining their intervention in cases of divorce 
a vinculo. A judicial separation is essentially a private 
matter—a sort of compromise or treaty in which the 
cag agree in effect to separate upon certain terms. 
his, we think, is exactly the case in which stringent judi- 
cial rules, and not the moral assent and approbation of 
the community, are desirable. A jury is, no doubt, 
the proper tribunal to decide with justice upon the ques- 
tion whether, upon a review of all the circumstances, a 
husband has disentitled himself to relief; but it is the 
last body in the world which ought to be trusted to say 
whether a hasty act amounts to that kind and degree of 
cruelty which justifies a wife in demanding separation. 
The dissolution of a marriage ought to be felt to be an 
act which, like a heayy sentence on a criminal, is matter 
of grave public importance. A judicial separation is a 
private arrangement, unimportant to the public, and one 
which ought only to be allowed under stringent rules, 
rigidly enforced. For these reasons we should wish to 
see the introduction of juries made obligatory in the case 
of divorces a vinculo, and prevented in the case of judi- 
cial separations. 


sells 
~~ 





LAW COURTS AND OFFICES. 

We learn, from a recent discussion in the House of 
Commons, that it is as yet undecided what is to be done 
with the law courts at Westminster. It would appear 
from this that the oe, of demolishing those un- 
sightly neighbours of the new palace has at last pre- 
sented itself to official minds, and we should hope that, 
on further consideration, it will be seen that that is the 
only thing to do with them. We do not feel much con- 
fidence in the constructive capacities of Government. 
We dread the result of any grand scheme for building 
public offices; and we tremble at the possible extra- 
vagances which may be perpetrated in Trafalgar-square. 
But destruction is a simpler task, in which even a 
department of administration may be safely trusted not 
to go far wrong. Let Lord John Manners, or his suc- 
cessor, by all means pull down the law courts, whether 
from artistic or what other considerations we do not 
eare; for when once they are demolished all sentiment 
and tradition will be destroyed with them, and the con- 
venience of the public si of practitioners will stand 
some chance of being properly considered in selecting 
another abode for central and supreme justice. 

It is well to return occasionally to this subject in order 
to note the absurdities which, from time to time, result 
from the existing arrangements for the accommodation of 
our chief tribunals. In urging the removal of the courts 
from Westminster we have had to contend against that 
strong attachment to ancient usages which undoubtedly 
prevails upon this question in many minds. Perhaps 
with ms who feel this reverence for antiquity t 
fact the Court of Probate did not open, like the other 
courts, upon the first day of Hilary Term, will be felt as a 

ve infraction of old precedents. But why, let us ask, 

id not Sir C. Cresswell take his seat at the expected 
time? For the yery sufficient reason he could find no place 
pa fit ie beesesarcebngese yr photons Maen ifi- 
cation of antiquarians and the extreme annoyance of praec- 
tiontrs, wet 40 his court at Westminster, and therefore 
he was unable to lend it to the Judge of the Probate 
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Court. Now we are not ourselves disposed to place the 
traditions of our law above its A atryon: and convenient 
working, but still we do think some regard should 
be shown for dignity and decorum in its administration. 
It really is anything but decent or respectable that a 
newly-founded and most important court of justice 
should not be opened on the appropriate and expected 
day, simply because there is no room vacant in whieh it 
can hold its sittings. 

But there » yet a further a 
it nothi ess—preparing to inflicted on Sir C. 
Creanwell” It has been thought expedient that the 
Judge Ordinary, both in the Probate and Divorce 
Courts, should sit in chambers, ‘and ly Lord 
Cranworth’s Bills, for the amendment of the Acts 
aren last session, provide that he shall have power to 

old such sittings. There is also a clause inserted in 
each Bill, that the Treasury shall, “from time to time,” 
provide chambers in which the judge shall sit, “and 
until such chambers are provided elsewhere, the said 
judge shall sit in chambers in any room which he may 
find convenient for the purpose.” The phraseology of 
the proposed enactment deserves, in the first place, a 
moment’s notice. What is meant by providing cham- 
bers “ from time to time” for the judge’s sittings? Does 
it mean that he is to borrow chambers as well as court 
from some other judge, and that both his public and 
private business is to be disposed of, not as the con- 
venience of suitors appears to require, but whenever he 
can be lucky eno 4 to obtain a roof to cover him? 
Perhaps, however, the draftsman only meant to guard 
himself against being understocd as holding out a promise 
of anything permanent or dignified in the arrangements 
for the judge’s accommodation. Something temporary 
is to be contrived, which shall ensure bad accommodation 
at a high rent; and until the Treasury interposes the 
judge himself is to look out for a location “in any room 
which he may find convenient,” poucing Sioa himself ready to 
remove, when called upon, into the “ chai provided 
elsewhere”—that is, according to the ordinary principles 
of atical construction, into chambers in any room 
which he may not find conyenient—a benevelent pro- 
vision of the draftsman, which the Board of Public 
Works are perieeay competent to carry into full effect. 

The question where these convenient chambers are 
to be found or built is by no means longs, ge eget 
solicitors. To judge from the pete of the past 
week, the amount of be gre! in the Cisaseg Court : 
likely very far to ex the expectations of some, 
least, of the romoters of the measure which established 
it. With the growth of business in the full court, 
applications at chambers will also multiply ; and it is 
probable, too, that applications by cs i women for 
the protection of their 4 wiped property will, as the 
working of this branch of the law is more widely under- 
stood, every month more numerous. We have 
observed some symptoms that editors of the Divorce 
Act have con’ ted the possibility of a demand for 
their works by the other sex. At least, we take this to 
be the reason for selecting, in one or two instances, 4 
west-end publisher, and for giving 
drawing-room exterior to the book. From 


other circumstances we are inclined to draw the oy 


7 : * 


ty—for we can call 


as official caprice or some su 
ives aie taaenii we shall have a fresh chapter added 
to the adventures of the “ unprotected female, geet 
tive of her endeavours to find the functionary who 
grant her statutory ion. I¢ will sca be con- 
wy that the amount of business done in 
to 
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bulk of the cases will probably be conducted by solici- 
tors, and therefore it would mt te that the judge’s 


chambers will be most conveniently placed, like those of. 


the Equity and Common Law Judges, somewhere in the 
neighbourhood of Lincoln’s-inn. Probably the judge, 
if he sat in court and at chambers on the same day, 
would not hesitate to make the same journey which 
he has often made when discharging his duties 
in the Common Pleas. But we are far from admit- 
that an arrangement which should place the 
court at Westminster, the chambers near Lincoln’s- 
inn, and the offices in Doctors’ Commons, could be other- 
wise than most objectionable, and, in fact, quite beyond 
endurance, except for a limited time and with a distinct 
promise of improvement. We contend that these, as 
well as all the other courts, chambers, and offices, ought 
to be brought her in one spacious and convenient 
edifice, to be built with a view rather to practical utility 
than to the embellishment of the metropolis, upon some 
site equally accessible to the Temple and to Lincoln’s-inn. 
This undertaking is demanded for public and professional 
accommodation, and if, as appears probable, the courts 
at Westminster should be condemned on the distinct 
ground of their incongruous and inconvenient juxta- 
ition to the new palace, there really will be no reason 
eft at all why Government should not set about supply- 
ing the national want of a decent receptacle for the 
machinery of supreme justice. We apprehend that 
whatever be the cost of providing for the efficient and 
dignified administration of the law, the State is bound to 
bear it. Butthe expense of building new courts and offices 
would be considerably reduced by the sale of disused sites, 
and by saving the heavy rents now paid for the temporary 
and in most cases very inadequate mired art 
which has been from time to time provided in hired 
chambers, to meet the growing necessities of our judicial 
business. It is not, however, necessary for Parliament 
to advance the required sum, although its obligation so 
to do is, we contend, indisputable. There exist in the 
Court of Chancery funds from which, under a national 
guarantee of repayment, half a million of money might 
with perfect gage b and without affecting, in the 
smallest , the rights and securities of any suitor 
or other claimant, be borrowed for this purpose. The 
ledge of Parliament ought undoubtedly to be given 
or the restoration of the sum thus appropriated, in case 
of any demand upon the Court for it. But it may be 
easily proved that no such demand could possibly arise. 
The money, therefore, is ready at any moment; there 
could be no great difficulty in choosing the best avail- 
able site; and we are confident that the beneficial results 
of the undertaking would go very far beyond the re- 
moval of existing inconveniences, and that it would 
give to our whole administration of justice a facility 
and harmony which can scarcely be imagined until the 
experiment has been tried. 


Legal N ews, 


COURT OF REVIEW IN BANKRUPTCY. 
Ea parte Brown, In re Brown.— May 8. 

The Solicitor-General was reading from his instructions cer- 
tain statements of proceedings which had taken place before the 
Commissioner, when 

Mr. De Gex required to know from what the Solicitor-General 
was ? 

The Solicitor-General said, he was reading trom the instruc- 
tions placed in his hands for the conduct of the case. 
Lord hoes Knicut bo pad Mr. a you are 
reading @ newspaper rt, I, for one, decline to hear it. 
The ielichon Geasrel-—I smn reading from the instractiqns 
. the solicitor has placed in my hands, and I read these instruc- 
tions as part of the statement on behalf of the bankrupt, my 
client; and I trust that it will receive the attention, and no 
more, that such statements usually receive from the Court. 
Lord Justice Kuicut Bruce.—If those instructions are 
from the source I before spoke of I decline to receive them. If, 


4 








however, you wish to adduce affidavit evidence to support the 
statements you wish to make you can baye the case stand over 
for the purpose. 

The Solicitor-General,—In order to support the statements I 
am reading I am willing to examine Mr. Young, the solicitor 
who attended at the time and place im question before the 
Commissioner, and who is now present in court—Mr, Young 
was examined accordingly. 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Fane.) 
In re George Hennett-—May 7. 

His Honour said,—An important case has lately been 
brought before the Court of Chancery, in which a creditors’ 
assignee in this court has had his conduct called in question, 
and has sustained heavy pecuniary loss in the way of costs, in 
consequence of his engaging in a transaction which Chaneery 
law invariably condemns when it is made the subject of judicial 
investigation. I advert to this case publicly, because I have 
received a communication from the judges of the Court of 
Appeal in Chancery, calling my attention to the case as 
evidencing malpractices in this court. The case is one to 
which the attention of persons connected with these courts 
ought to be drawn very pointedly. The name of it is Pooley 
v. Quilter and others. It was first heard before one of the 
Vice-Chancellors, and then on appeal. The case was this :— 
Pooley was creditor of a bankrupt railway contractor, and had 
proved a debt of about £23,000; Quilter and two other persons 
were assignees. Soon after the bankruptcy a country solicitor, 
whohad been solicitor to the bankrupt while solvent, negotiated 
with Pooley about buying his prospective dividend up to 8s. in 
the pound for £7,000, which would have been about 6s. in the 
pound upon the debt proved. Before concluding the contract the 
country solicitor communicated with Quilter, and asked him to 
go shares in it, dividing profit or loss. Quilter agreed; and after 
some further negotiation the bargain was made by the country 
solicitor for both. It turned out beneficial to the . 
Pooley found that it was so, and filed his bill in to 
set it aside, on the ground, that, whatever might have been its 
validity had the country solicitor (who owed no duty to Pooley) 
been alone in the transaction, his connection in it with Quilter, 
the assignee, who as assignee was a trustee for Pooley, rendered 
the bargain null and void, on the ground that a trustee, which 
Quilter was as assignee, is disabled by his trusteeship from buy- 
ing of any person for whom he is trustee. When Pooley chal- 
lenged the transaction Quilter was at once advised he 
could not maintain the bargain for himself; but, strange to say, 
he was also advised, that, though the bargain was bad as 
between himself and Pooley, he could maintain it as against 
Pooley as a bargain made by him as one of the assignees in 
trust for all the creditors, and that in consequence of this 
advice he, instead of at once acknowledging his error and 
settling with Pooley, contested the matter. Unfortunately for 
him, the Chancery judge before whom the case first came adop- 
ted his view, the consequence of which was an appeal, and on 
the appeal Mr. Quilter and the country solicitor were ordered to 
reinstate Pooley in his rights, and of course they had to pay 
heavy costs. I now advert to this case, because I have received 
an intimation from the Court of Appeal in Chancery, and I en- 
tirely concur in every principle expressed in the j t 
of the Court. Neither the creditors’ assignee nor the solici 
to the assignees, nor any person who is in any way acting as 
guardian of the rights of creditors, can purchase of any one of 
those creditors any interest in the estate. To do so is a viola- 
tion of duty, is illegal, and, of course, a most transac- 
tion. I have heard that such things are of frequent occurrence in 
arrangements out of court, andI fear that Mr. Quilter, who is a 
very skilful and highly respected accountant and man of 
business, constantly employed in private arrangements, may, in 
connection with private arrangements, have become so familiar 
with such transactions (rarely, if ever, challenged under private 
arrangements), that he may have thought that neither law nor 
equity forbad them; this, however, is a great mistake. Such 
contracts between a trustee and those for whom he is trustee 
are not only violations of propriety, but are transactions which, 
if challenged, will infallibly be set aside in Chancery with 
heavy loss to the trustee so acting. That this public warning 
will operate to prevent such practices in private arrangements, 
I have but little hope, for private arrangement is but another 
word for “secrecy;” but I trust that it will operate favourably 
in all cases which come into this court, whose unbounded 
powers of inquiry can at any moment, and at little expense, 
throw a flood of light on the darkest transactions, I think it 
due to Mr. Quilter to say, that I believe there never came into 
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this court a large case in which the creditors were so agreeably 
disappointed as the case now under discussion. ‘The assets 
roduced many thousands of pounds more than the creditors 
ventured to hope for. Observations were also made by the 
Court above on the remuneration allowed to the accountant to 
the estate, which I find was £933. ‘This seems a large sum, 
but it does not appear to be out of proportion to the magnitude 
of the case. Having regard to all the circumstances, I cannot 
think the remuneration allowed to the accountant named by the 
ignees excessive. Lamenting Mr. Quilter’s error, I must 
still do him the justice to say, that, with one exception, he has 
deserved well of the creditors. 





THE LATE SIR W. H. MAULE. 
In the May number of the Law Magazine and Law Review is 
a memoir of this eminent judge, from which the following selec- 
tions are made :— 


“ His irony is sufficiently witnessed in the sensation produced 
by that sentence for bigamy at Warwick—‘ Prisoner, you have 
been convicted upon clear evidence; you have intermarried with 
another woman, your lawful wife being still alive. You have 
committed the crime of bigamy. You tell me, and indeed the 
evidence has shown, that your first wife left her home and her 
young children to live in adultery with another man. You say 
this prosecution is an instrument of extortion on the part of 
the adulterer. Beit so. Iam bound to tell you that these 
are circumstances which the law does not in your case take 
notice of. You had no right to take the law into your own 
hands. Every Englishman is bound to know that when a 
wrong is done, the law, or perhaps I should rather say the con- 
stitution, affords a remedy. Now, listen to me, and I will tell 
you what you ought to have done. Immediately you heard of 
your wife's adultery, you should have gone to an attorney and 
directed him to bring an action against the seducer of your 
wife. You should have prepared your evidence, instructed 
counsel, and proved the case in court; and recollect that it was 
imperative that you should recover, Ido not mean actually 
obtain, substantial damages. Having proceeded thus far, you 
should have employed a proctor and instituted a suit in the 
Ecclesiastical Courts for a divorce & mens& et thoro. Your 
case is a very clear one, and I doubt not you would have 
obtained your divorce. After this step your course was quite 
plain; you had only to obtain a private Act of Parliament to 
dissolve your marriage. This you would get as a matter of 
course upon payment of the proper fees and proof of the facts; 
you might then have lawfully married again. I perceive, pri- 
soner, that you appear scarcely to understand what I am say- 
ing to you, but Jet me assure you these steps are constantly 
taken by persons who are desirous to dissolve an unhappy 
marriage; it is true, for the wise man has said it, that, “a 
hated woman, when she is married, is a thing that the earth 
cannot bear,” and that a “ bad wife is to her husband as rotten- 
ness to his bones.” You, however, must bear this great evil, or 
must adopt the remedy prescribed by the constitution of your 
country. I see you would tell me that these proceedings would 
cost you £1000, and that all your small stock-in-trade is not 
worth £100. Perhaps it may so be. The law has nothing to 
say to that; if you had taken these proceedings you would 
have been free from your present wife, and the woman whom 
you have secondly married would have been a respectable 
matron. As yon have not done so, you stand there a convicted 
culprit, and it is my duty to pass sentence upon you.—You 
will be imprisoned for one day.’ 

“ Occasionally, indeed, Mr. Justice Maule’s taste for irony 
led him to forget that it is'a two-edged weapon, especially when 
applied to the apprehensions of a country jury. Thus, we have 
heard of a case of wounding with intent to do grievous bodily 
harm; the facts are undisputed, the defence is reduced to a 
desperate attempt at bringing them within the compass of a 
common assault; the judge thereupon instructs the jury that 
the view of the law taken by the learned counsel is perfectly 
correct; if, therefore, they are of opinion that the ripping up 
the prosecutor’s belly, so as to let out his bowels, had been done 
without the intent of doing him any grievous bodily harm,they 
will acquit the prisoner of the more wated offence, and 
find him guilty of a common assault slave if they are not of 
that opinion they will find him guilty on the principal charge. 
The jury (a Wiltshire one), seeing nothing in the direction but 
an approbation of the line of defence, return a verdict in accord- 
ance with the former branch of the alternative. 

“We will add one or two stray hits, rather as illustrations 
of the impossibility of conveying the effect of his humour upon 





paper, than of the humour itself. 
“+ May God strike me dead, my Lord, if I did it) exelaims a - 


convicted prisoner on the announcement of the verdict; for a 
marked space the judge sits in the attitude of expectation, jury 
and spectators wondering what next; at last he breaks the 
silence— As Providence has not seen fit to interpose, the sen- 
tence of the court is’ &c, 

“*You have already read that section four times, Mr. —— ; 
it’s iteration; it’s . I use no epithet, it is iteration!’ 
with a look that implies an anathema. 

“A city policeman states that he is in the ‘hens’ (N divi- 
sion); ‘Do you mean the Poultry?’ inquires the judge. 

“*Did you not on going down find a party in your kitchen?’ 
asks an underbred barrister of a witness. ‘ A tea-party, Mr. 
?’ blandly interposes his Lordship. 

“¢ Out with it, the ladies don’t mind it, and you needn't be 
afraid of me, was his exhortation to a hesitating witness, in a 
case from which it might have been expected that the seftersex 
would long since have retired, but which they were manfully 
sitting out, while the evidence grew hotter and hotter, and had 
at last reached its climax. 

“His reason for drinking beer—assigned while at the bar to 
one of his professional brethren, who had proposed a glass of 
sherry as an accompaniment to the lunch they were taking, 
while waiting for the turn of a cause in which they were both 
engaged—that he found it the only way to bring down his mind 
to the level of the judges, has been often quoted. 

“In several of the most important cases in which his direc- 
tion to the jury has been the subject of criticism, we feel no 
doubt whatever of his being in the right. 

“In the case at Derby of the poachers, in an affray with 
whom Mr. Bagshawe met his death, and who were acquitted, on 
the ground that, under the circumstances, their resistance to 
arrest had not exceeded legal bounds—a case which was much 
commented upon at the time—we must at least profess our own 
conviction that the judge’s direction to the jury was entirely 
what it ought to have been.” 








THE IRISH LANDED ESTATES COURT BILL. 

The trade report of the Freeman’s Journal, while speaking 
favourably of Mr. Whiteside’s Bill, believes that the proposals 
to levy £8,000 per annum on the Bank of Ireland for. the use 
of floating balances, which are put down at £800,000, will not 
be as successful as the Attorney-General imagines. It is not 
likely that. the Bank will for a moment listen to such a 
principle, and, although the alternative of removing the 
account to a private bank is held out, it is not probable that 
such a proceeding would be attempted. Besides, in the case of 
unencumbered property, the money will pass very rapidly 
through the Court, and there is no likelihood of a similarly 
large accumulation for the future. The sales for the present 
month are unusually large, reaching 27,400 acres, of the value 
of £18,874 per annum. Among the most noteworthy is the 
mansion and demesne of Rostellan-castle, the seat of the 
Thomond family.—Times, May 11. 





The Right Hon. Joseph Napier, Lord High Chancellor of 
Ireland, has appointed William Winterbotham, of the borough 
of Tewkesbury, in the county of Gloucester, solicitor (clerk of 
the peace of the said borough), to be a master extraordinary in 
England for the High Court of Chancery in Ireland, and an 
extraordinary commissioner for taking answers and affidavits 
and examining witnesses in England for the High Court of 
Chancery in Ireland for the “Bath district,” comprising the 
counties of Dorset, Gloucester, Monmouth, Somerset, and 
Wilts. 

Sir William Cockburn, Dean of York, expired on Friday, 
April 30th, at Kelston, Somersetshire. ‘The late dean succeeded 
to a baronetcy on the death of his brother, Admiral Sir George 
Cockburn, in 1853, and as he leaves no male issue, the baro- 
netcy devolves upon his nephew, Sir Alexander Cockburn, the 
Lord Chief Justice of the Common Pleas. 

The Right Hon. the Secretary for War has been pleased 
to appoint Mr. Charles M. Clode, of Gray’s-inn, solicitor to 
the war department, in place of Mr. C. J. Banister, deceased. 

ancient pen aan 


Recent Decisions ir Chancery. 


Jurispiction—Forrian ArracHMENT—ScorcH ARREST- 
MENT ph gested ee ‘ndoay CB of L.) 

London § North Western Railway Company v. Lindsay CH. of L. 
6 W. R. 396; Venning v. Lloyd, 6 W. R. 474. 
The force and effect of the process known to the Scotch 
Courts a6 arrestment jurisdictionis fundande caust have been 
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discussed in these two cases. The process is of the nature of 
an attachment, and is made use of against the goods of a de- 
fendant, for the purpose of acquiring jurisdiction in Scotland. 
The validity of the proceeding has been established definitively 
by the case of London § North-Western Railway Company v. 
Lindsay, though its operation, according to the opinions of 
Lords Cranworth and Brougham, is properly confined to the 
property attached. Such a jurisdiction, however, has been 
found to be very inconvenient in some cases, and may lead to a 
considerable conflict with the English Courts, now that there 
are numerous insurance and other companies having offices and 
boards of directors both in London and Edinburgh. Venning v. 
is an illustration of this difficulty. The facts were these: 
—A policy, effected with the Scottish Widows’ Fund Society, 
which carries on business both here and in Scotland, was trans- 
ferred by the assured to a person in London, to secure a debt; due 
notice being given to the trustee of the society. Subsequently the 
. assignor’s estate was sequestered according to thelaw of Scotland, 
and, after his death, the trustee for the sequestration obtained 
an arrestum ad jurisdictionem fundandam of his assets in 
the hands of the society; upon which the assignee filed his bill 
here for payment of the amount due upon the policy. Wood, 
V.C., upon a motion by the plaintiff, ordered payment of the 
money into court, without prejudice to the Scotch order of 
arrestment. The society, therefore, is placed between two con- 
flicting jurisdictions; and it is not impossible that, while the 
Scotch Court of Session may hold that the sequestered estate 
should take the proceeds of the policy, the English Court of 
Chancery may decide that the assignee is entitled. In the 
London § North-Western Railway Company v. Lindsay, the in- 
convenience arising from this assumption of jurisdiction by the 
Scotch Courts is still more strikingly exhibited. ‘There the 
company was an English corporation, having no residence or 
office in Scotland—and its line of railway being wholly in 
England—but, having a debtor in Scotland, the question was, 
whether the debt could be arrested, so as to give a Scotch Court 
jurisdiction to try an action for damages by the respondent 
against the company, for refusing to carry his goods, as common 
carriers. The House of Lords considered that the question 
was to be decided by the law of Scotland; and, it being clear 
that such a jurisdiction had been claimed and exercised by the 
Scotch Courts for more thana hundred years, it was held that 
arrestment gave jurisdiction to try the case in Scotland. This 
decision is the more remarkable, as the entire cause of action 
arose in England, and, moreover, the action was brought in 
respect of obligations which arose under the common and sta- 
tute law of England. 


Speciric PERFORMANCE—UNACCEPTED OrFER—Locus 
PQ@NITENTIA. 
Horsfall v. Garnett, 6 W. R. 387. 

Agreements within the provisions of the 4th & 17th sections 
of the Statute of Frauds must be in writing, and signed by the 
party to be charged, or an authorised agent; and although it 
was thrown out by Lord Redesdale in Lawrenson v. Butler (1 
Sch. & Lef. 20) that, where a contract was signed by one party 
alone, it could not be enforced against him—there being, accord- 
ing to his Lordship’s view, no mutuality between the parties— 
the contrary is now well established. Where, however, there is 
a question whether the agreement was concluded, the fact that 
it has not been signed by the party seeking to uphold it may be 
important, as showing that the agreement was merely in con- 
templation, and had got no further than an offer on one side 
which was not definitively accepted by the other. The legal 
status of parties to such an imperfect agreement was very much 
considered in Meynell v. Surtees by Stuart, V. C., (3 W. R. 36), 
and on appeal by Lord Cranworth (1d. 535), In no class of 
cases is the conduct of the parties subsequent to the alleged 
agreement of greater weight in determining their rights. Thus, 
where possession is fairly referable to such an agreement, and, 
upon the faith of its being valid, money is expended upon the 
premises, with the knowledge and apparent consent of the party 
who has not signed the contract, and desires to repudiate 
it, the Court will strive to uphold it. Meynell v. Surtees, 
however, is an authority that, where there has been a treaty 
about land, and disagreement as to terms, but nevertheless the 
intended purchaser enters and expends money upon the land, the 
alleged vendor shall not be taken to have acquiesced. In that 
case Lord Cranworth insisted upon the revocable nature .of 
every offer, at all events unless immediately accepted. In 
Horsfall v. Garnett, Wood, V. C., observed, that “if the agree- 
ment signed by the party sought to be charged was a concluded 
agreement, it was immaterial whether or not it was signed by 
the party seeking to enforce it. The agreement, however, must 





be shown to be clear and complete, as contained in the written 
document, and accepted by both parties.” In the present case, 
one partner signed a memorandum by which he agreed to sell 
his interest in the business on a certain valuation, the purchase 
being contingent upon the purchaser's agreeing with other 
retiring partners. The purchasers did not sign until the ven- 
dor had repudiated; and as his Honour was of opinion that 
they had done nothing which could irrevocably bind them, so 
as to enable the vendor to obtain a decree for specific 

ance against them, it was held that they were not entitled to 
insist upon the agreement against the party who had signed it. 


Porticy—InsuRABLE INTEREST—REGISTRY ACT. 
Hutchinson v. Wright, 6 W. R. 475. 


This was a case involving a curious point on marine insurance 
as affected by the Registry Acts. The plaintiff had insured, 
and had subsequently agreed to mortgage, the ship, or rather the 
share which belonged to him. The mode of carrying this out 
was by registering an absolute transfer to the mortgagee. So 
matters stood at the time of the loss, and the question was, whe- 
ther the plaintiff could recover on the policy. 


The points which may be regarded as settled by a series of 
common law decisions are as follows:— 

1. That in order to recover on a marine policy the plaintiff 
must prove that he had an interest in the ship at the time of 
insurance. 


2. That he must prove that either he or some person to whom 
he has assigned the policy, or agreed to assign it, had an interest 
in the ship at the time of the loss. 

3. That an adverse title on the register at the time of in- 
surance was, under the old Acts, conclusive against the claim. 


The second of these heads was apparently contradicted in 
Sparkes v. Marshall (2 B. N. C.761); but in the subsequent case 
of Powles v. Innes (11 M. & W. 10), the doctrine was distinctly 
asserted, and has since been regarded as settled. The idea 
suggested in the former case was, that the original insurer 
might, in all cases, sue as trustee for the person who had pur- 
chased his interest; but the obvious answer to this was, that 
the purchaser. might not be disposed to take to the policy, and 
could have no interest in it in the absence of an agreement that it 
should be held for him. The original insurer could not recover 
on his own account, because, having no interest, he had lost 
nothing. Thus it is clearly laid down in Powles v. Innes, by 
Parke, B., “The plaintiff can only recover an indem- 
nity. Then what has this party lost if he has sold 
his interest in the ship irrespective of the policy? Rank’s 
(the purchasers’) interest is not protected, because she gave no 
authority to effect the insurance. Unless, therefore, there was 
some understanding that the policy should be kept alive for her 
benefit, the plaintiffs suing on behalf of Page (the vendor) have 
lost nothing.” An agreement to transfer the policy is, however, 
as good as a complete assignment. Delaney v. Stoddart (1 T. R. 
22), is one of many authorities for this. So, also, any kind of 
interest at the time of the loss is sufficient to support the action 
to the extent of the actual loss incurred by the plaintiff. Hib- 
bert v. Carter (1 T. R. 745), is an illustration of this, and is a 
case almost identical with the one now under consideration, ex- 
cept thit the subject matter of the insurance was in the one 
case goods, in the other the ship itself. In Hibbert v. Carter 
an apparently absolute transfer of the goods was made, the real 
transaction being a mere pledge; and, on this being proved, 
the plaintiff was allowed to recover the whole loss on proving 
that he had paid the debt. 


The Master of the Rolls has now decided that the same kind 
of dealing will lead to the same result, in the case of a policy 
on a ship which has been absolutely transferred on the register 
to a person who was intended to be only a mortgagee. If the 
Court could take cognizance of the fact that the real transaction 
was a mortgage only, this decision was inevitable; but it was 
strongly though ineffectually contended, that for all purposes 
the plaintiff was bound by what appeared on the register, and 
could not be heard to deny the fact that he had absolutely 
parted with all interest in the ship. Marsh v. Robinson (4 Esp. 
98) seems to support this view as regards the old Acts; but the 
17 & 18 Vict. c. 104 introduces somewhat different provisions. 
The judgment appears, however, to have been i ive of 
the distinctions between the different Acts, and to have been 
founded on the broad doctrine that the plaintiff had sustained a 
loss, and was therefore entitled to recover, even (as was 
held in Marsh v. Robinson) he might not have such an 
interest as would have enabled him to effect a new insurance. 
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Cases at Common Law specially Enteresting to Attorneys. 


Primary anp Sseconpary Evipence—AcCTION AGAINST 
THE SHERIFF. 


Suter v. Burrell, 2 H. & N. 867. 


This was an action against a sheriff for negligence in executing 
a ca, sa.; and at the trial certain conduct on the part of a 
bailiff, in attempting to execute the writ in question, was proved, 
with which it became necessary, in support of the action, to 
connect the defendant. For this purpose, as the defendant re- 
fused to produce any warrant he had given, or authorised to 
be given, to the bailiff (though notice to produce the same had 
been served), the plaintiff's counsel gave secondary evidence of 
the contents of the warrant. The evidence so given was that 
of the bailiff himself, who proved that the warrant on which he 
had acted had been returned to the defendant, who when he 
went out of office sent the same to his attorneys in the action, 
who had also acted as his London agents while in office. It was 
admitted by the defendant, that notice to produce this warrant 
at the trial had been given to these same attorneys; but it was 
contended that this notice was not sufficient to lay the founda- 
tion for secondary evidence, but that the proper course would 
have been, to serve the bailiff with a subpoena duces tecum to 
produce the warrant. If the defendant had still been in office, 
it was conceded that the notice given would have been sufli- 
cient; but it was argued that, after his period of office had 
elapsed, his former agents in London had no longer authority as 
such to receive notices to produce for him; while, on the other 
hand, the fact of their being also his attorneys on the record 
made no difference, because the document in question came to 
their possession (if it came at all) in another character, which 
they no longer filled; and hence, the proper party to be called 
on to produce it was he to whom it certainly came, viz. the 
bailiff, and who should have been served for that purpose with 
a subpoena duces tecum. The Court, however, would not listen 
te these arguments, but confirmed the ruling of the judge, who 
had admitted the secondary evidence. They gave no reasons 
for this decision; but it is apprehended that it can easily be 
supported. It is only where the document required is in the 
possession of a third person, who holds it in a character indepen- 
dent of the opposite party in the cause, that the party seeking its 
aid has recourse to a subpcena duces tecum. If it be either in 
the possession or under the control of the opposite party, 
this writ would be improper, as it would seek to make 
a man furnish evidence against himself, which is, as the general 
rule, foreign to the spirit of our procedure. And in the case 
under discussion, the possession of the warrant, if it could be 
traced no further back than to the bailiff, was that of the de- 
fendant himself (provided the privity of the latter with the 
bailiff could be proved), as the possession of a man’s attorney or 
agent is, in law, the possession of the principal (see per Bosan- 
quet, J., Whitford v. Tutin, 10 Bing. 398). Now, this privity 
appears to have been sufficiently shown by the bailiff, as he 
proved that the warrant was sent by the defendant to his Lon- 
don agents, by whom he, the bailiff, was instructed. Had this 
link been wanting, however, then, from a decision of Lord 
Ellenborough's (Martin v. Bell, 1 Stark. 413), which does not 
seem to have been noticed in the argument, primary evidence of 
the sheriff's interference or ratification would have been required. 
In short, in such an action against the sheriff as that under dis- 
cussion, the plaintiff must either produce the warrant, or show 
some recognition, on the part of the sheriff, of the agency of the 
bailiff employed, who is called to prove the circumstances in 
connection with the execution or non-execution of the writ 
giving rise to the action. 


Assessment or Damaces In AcTION For BREACH OF 
WARRANTY. 
Randall v. Raper, 6 W. R., Q. B., 445. 

This case should be read in connection with that of Shnons 
v. Patchett, noticed a few weeks ago,* turning, as it does, on the 
same question—viz. the proper mode of assessing the damages 
in an action for breach of warranty. ‘The present case, how- 
ever, was not reported in time to treat of them together. It 
will be recollected that in Simons v. Patchett the Court of 
propia Bench adopted the rule upon this subject laid down by 

Court of Exchequer in Hadley v. Baxendale (9 Exch. 341)— 
viz. that the damages given must be such as naturally and pro- 
bably result from the breach of the original contract. In the 
ease under discussion this rule received some further elucidation, 
and was applied, in confirmation of the damages given by the 
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jury, under the following circumstances. The action was for a 
breach of warranty on the sale of some barley, which had been re- 
turned on the plaintiffs hands from sub-purchasers as unsound, 
At the trial the evidence of these sub-purchasers was admitted 
in increase of damages, to show the loss which they had severally 
sustained ; and it was urged — Ist, that these 

losses not having been made the subject of actions 
against the plaintiff, but having been claimed only, could not 
be allowed to swell the damages he was entitled to recover 
against the defendant, from whom the barley had been origi- 
nally bought; and 2ndly, that even if such actions had been 
successfully brought, and damages in respect of each of them 
recovered, the defendant could not be made responsible for the 
loss thereby sustained, as it could not be held to be such a con- 
sequence of his breach of contract as was coatemplated by the 
rule in Hadley v. Baxendale. The Court, however, with respect 
to the first of these arguments, replied that they could not lay 
down a rule that a liability to pay damages is not enough to 
sustain a right to damages. And as to the second, that if this 
liability was a ground for recovering special damages at all, 
a jury might properly estimate the amount of loss—a caleu- 
lation which would fix the amount of the damages to which the 
plaintiff was entitled. 


PracTicE—PRoHIBITION TO County Court JUDGE— 
Form oF ORDER. 

Ex parte Eversfield, Re Eversfield v. Newman, 6 W.R., C.P., 445, 

A somewhat important misapprehension of the practice as to 
writs of prohibition directed to the judges of county courts has 
prevailed in some quarters, viz. that a judge’s order for the 
issuing thereof must show the grounds upon which the county 
court is alleged to have acted without jurisdiction. In the 
case under discussion, application was made to set aside a writ, 
because such grounds had not been inserted in the order on 
which it issued. The Court, however, refused to interfere. 
It may be observed that in Chitty’s Practical Forms (p. 766, 7th 
ed.), though the grounds are inserted in the form given of the 
writ of prohibition itself, it is stated with regard to the order, 
that “it is usual, though perhaps unnecessary, to state the 
grounds for the application.” 


THe Contract OF GUARANTEE—THE MERCANTILE LAW 
AMENDMENT ACT, 1856, sEcTs. 3 & 4. 
Baring v.* Grieve, 6 W. R., Q. B., 466. 

The contract of guarantee is one which can be enforced at 
law only where made in writing. This is by the effect of the 
4th section of the Statute of Frauds (29 Car. 2, ¢. 3), by 
which it is provided that no action shall be brought whereby 
to charge the defendant upon any special promise to answer for 
the debt, default, or miscarriage of another person, unless the 
agreement upon which such action shall be brought, or some me- 
morandum or note thereof, shal] be in writing, and signed by the 
party to be charged therewith, or some other person by him law- 
fully authorised. Upon the-construction of this provision it had 
been held in a variety of cases (and notably in Wain v. Walters, 
5 East, 10; Saunders v. Wakefield, 4 B. & A. 395; and Jenkins 
v. Reynolds, 3 Br. & Bing. 14), that the instrument fell within 
its meaning, and, in consequence, could not be enforced unless 
upon it, or by necessary inference therefrom, there appeared not 
only the promise itself, but also the consideration for such pro- 
mise. ‘This construction was found to give rise to much prac- 
tical inconvenience and litigation; and by a very useful provi- 
sion in the Mercantile Law Amendment Act, 1856 (19 & 20 
Vict. c. 97, s. 3), it was expressly provided that no such promise 
made after that Act, if in writing and signed by the party 
to be charged or his agent, should be deemed invalid to 
support an action by reason only that the consideration 
for the promise did not appear in writing, or by necessary 
inference from a written document. The case under discussion 
did not come within this new provision, the guarantee in ques- 
tion having been given before its date; and the engagement was 
to the effect that the defendant would assist his son with the 
funds necessary to enable him to carry on his business respect- 
ably, and engaged to hold himself responsible for any debts the 
son might contract in the plaintiffs’ establishment connected 
with the same. It was urged in support of the sufficiency of 
this letter to satisfy the Statute of Frauds that it sufficiently 
appeared from the facts under which théletter was written, and 
from the persons to whom it was addressed, that the considera- 
tion was that the son should be admitted a member of the esta- 
blishment to which the letter referred. It was answered by the 
Court, however, that though they rejoiced in the amendment of 
the law in reference to these instruments, they were compelled 
in the present instance, on the authority of the decided cases, 
to give judgment for the defendant. : 
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We may take occasion here to draw attention to another use- 
ful provision contained in the same Mercantile Law Amend- 
ment Act in reference to tees, viz. that, in confirmation 
of a rule of law, well established and understood, that these 
instruments are in favour of the surety to be construed strictly, 
and fiot extended (in general) to matters not falling within the 

recise terms of the engagement, it is now expressly declared 

by the 4th section of the statute, in case of a guarantee to 
or for a firm, that (except where otherwise expressed or neces- 
sarily implied) the instrument shall not be binding in respect 
of anything done or omitted to be done after a change in the 
firm shall have taken place. 


Exection—Corrvrt Practices—PayMENT Or VoTER’s 
EXPENSES. 
Cooper v. Slade, 6 W. R. CH. of L.) 461, 

About a twelvemonth ago, when on the eve of a general 
election, we drew attention to this case,* then recently decided 
by the Exchequer Chamber. From the judgment of the Court 
we then extracted for the information and guidance of our rea- 
ders three propositions, viz. that under the Corrupt Practices 
Prevention Act, 1854 (17 & 18 Vict. c. 102):—“ 1. To promise 
to pay a voter his travelling expenses, conditionally on his 
coming and voting for a particular candidate, is illegal. 2. To 
promise to a particular voter such expenses without any such 
condition is legal. 3. To pay a voter his travelling expenses 
on account of having voted is legal—provided always no illegal 

romise or understanding had previously been made to induce 
him to vote in a particular way.” We added, however, that 
this decision would probably be carried to the House of Lords; 
and such course has not only in fact been taken but in the 
event the two last propositions have, in that tribunal of ulti- 
mate appeal, been now decided the other way. As the question 
has thus been definitively determined, it seems unnecessary to 
review the answers severally given by the judges to the 
questions put to them; but it may be observed that Mr. Baron 
Bramwell, Mr, Justice Coleridge, and Lord Wensleydale, appear 
to retain an opinion that though it is against the statute to pay, 
or promise to pay, the travelling expenses of a voter on the 
condition, express or implied, that he shall exercise his franchise 
in favour of any particular candidate, it would be otherwise 
with respect to a payment, or promise of payment, of such ex- 
penses, if entirely and bond fide unclogged by any such con- 
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Correspondence. 


DUBLIN.—(From our own Correspondent.) 
QUEEN'S BENCH. 
ALTERATION OF WRIT. 

Freeman v. Kellett, 

This was a motion by the defendant to set aside proceedings 
on the ground that the original writ served on him had been 
altered after it had been sealed in the office of the court. The 
action had been brought to recover the sum of £35, being the 
amount due to the plaintiff, an auctioneer, as commission at £5 
per cent. on property sold by him. The writ of summons was 
served in December last; to it the defendant took defence; and 
it was not, as he alleged, till the month after that he discovered 
that the writ, which in its original state was for recovery of 
£50, had been altered so as to claim £35 only. On discovering 
the alteration the defendant went to trial, but under protest. 
He now applied to set aside the proceedings. 

For the plaintiff it was contended that no fraud had been 
intended, nor had any injury been wrought to the defendant, 
whose delay in ascertaining the circumstance complained of 
was, at the least, remarkable. The irregularity, if proved, was 
not sufficient to vitiate the proceedings. Admitting the right 
of the Court to punish any of its officers who might be proved to 
have tampered with its records, as the defendant had suffered no 
loss, and as he had to the action, ard taken his chance 
of a trial, the irregularity had been waived. For the defendant, 
it was denied that there had been any waiver, as he had gone to 
trial under protest. The alteration of a writ after sealing was 
more than an irregularity, and rendered it an absolute nullity, 

The Lorp Curr Justice observed, that this was not a 
motion for vindicating the authority of the Court, or for punish- 
ing the delinquency of any person found tampering with its 
records, The writ had undoubtedly been altered, by erasing 
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the originally on it, and substituting £35; and the 
defendant had taken immediate steps to inquire into the matter, 
and had served the plaintiff with notice of his objection to the 
proceedings. Notwithstanding his objection, the action had 
been proceeded with. Both parties had, in fact, after 
the alteration had been discovered; and, if the Court set aside 
those proceedings, it appeared to him that they would be assist- 
ing the defendant in doing a gross injustice to his adversary, 
under fretence of vindicating the authority of the Court. 

Crampton, J., said, that it was plain that the alteration in the 
writ had been made by some person in the employment of the 
plaintiff's attorney, not with any fraudulent intent, he thought, 
but merely as a clumsy attempt to correct an error in the filling 
up of the writ. If there had been any fraud, the party con- 
victed of it could be punished at common law for forgery; but 
it could not be said that the Court had no jurisdiction to try 
the action; because it was settled by authority, that, even if no 
writ were issued at all, yet if the defendant appeared and took 
his chance of a trial, the Court would not afterwards set 
aside the proceedings. Unquestionably, it was a gross error for 
any party to alter a record of the Court; but, taking the pre- 
sent case as though no writ had been issued, it was plain on the 
authorities that the proceedings could not be set aside. The 
defendant had no merits, except such as could be claimed as 
amicus curize in coming forward to inform the Court of a mal- 
practice. Under the circumstances, the plaintiff's costs of the 
motion should be borne by the plaintiff’s attorney. 

The other Judges concurred.—Motion refused, without costs, 


COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 
Soxicrror or Customs. 
Reg. v. Patterson. 


In this case a writ had been issued at the suit of the Attor- 
ney-General, on behalf of the Crown, for recovery of penalties 
against the defendant. No attorney’s name was at the foot of 
the writ, but there appeared an erasure, over which was written, 
“Solicitor of Customs.” The Incorporated Law Society con- 
sidered a principle involved; and now instructed counsel to 
apply to set aside the writ, on the ground that an English at- 
torney could not be allowed to practise in this court. No such 
officer existed in Ireland as “ Solicitor of Customs; and that 
functionary was, it seemed, a solicitor and attorney of the Eng~- 
lish Courts. 

GREENE, B., said, that the rule of the Court required that no 
person should practise except one over whom the Court could 
exercise control. 

Pigott, C.B., observed, that there was a case in point:—A 
gentleman had some time since been appointed solicitor of 
customs, who was not allowed to practise here until admitted 
an attorney of the Irish courts. The proceedings must be stayed 
till next term, on the ground that no attorney’s name appeared 
on the process. In the meantime, notice of the order to be 
given to the office of customs. The order to be without pre- 
judice to the defendant moving next term to set aside the writ 
and the proceedings under it. 

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 
Rice v. Dublin § Wicklow Railway Company. 

This was a demurrer filed in an action brought by the plain- 
tiff, a passenger by this railway. The summons and plaint 
contained two counts:—the first complaining of an overcharge 
of one halfpenny, in conveying the plaintiff from Dublin to 
Merrion, a distance of two miles and a half; the second for 
recovery of such over-payment. The question simply was— 
whether a railway company can demand a proportionate part 
of a penny for a part of a mile travelled in a “ parliamentary 
train?” The Act establishing “ parliamentary trains” enables 
passengers to travel on the line at a fare of one penny for 
every mile, but makes no provision whatever for portions of a 
mile travelled. For the plaintiff it was contended, that this 
was a casus omissus in the Act, of which the benefit must be 
given to the public, and not to the railway company. Although 
no case exactly in point was to be found in the books, several 
cases were cited showing that an Act will be construed strictly 
against a canal or railway company; and among others a dic- 
tum of Lord Eldon in the Stourbridge Canal case was referred 
to. For the company it was argued, that there could be no 
obligation to convey any passenger part of a mile without pay- 
ment. The law would compel no benefit to be conferred by 
one person on another without consideration. Were the con- 
struction adopted which was contended for, this absurdity 
would follow—some of the stations being less than a gets os 
the public might require to be conveyed between those 
gratis. 
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Monaunay, C. J., in delivering the unanimous judgment of 
the Court, said, that ‘the question depended on the construction 
of 8 & 9 Vict. c.. 85, s. 6, by which, in order to. secure means 
of travelling to.the poorer classes, it was provided that once in 
every day conveyance should be provided for third-class pas- 
sengers, the charge. to each of whom should not exceed “one 
penny for each mile travelled.” The question was, whether the 
charge made in the present instance exceeded one penny for 
each mile travelled. There could be no doubt that it did; and the 
question then was, whether the Court was at liberty to incor- 
porate into this Act a proviso to the effect that the company 
was at liberty to charge proportionate fares for fractions of 
miles? All the cases established that, in the interpretation of 
Railway Acts, as between a company and the public, they were 
to be construed most favourably to the latter. It had been 
argued, that, were this construction adopted, the public would 
be entitled to travel free between such stations on the line as 
were less than a mile apart: that might or might not be so. If 
that inconvenience should follow, the Court did not consider 
that it would alter the construction of the Act in relation to 
distances exceeding one mile., There being no provision in the 
Act authorising a charge for a portion of a mile, judgment must 
be for the plaintiff. 

COUNSEL IN COUNTY COURTS. 
To the Editor of Tue Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL & REPORTER. 


Srm,—The profession are indebted to Mr. Sworder for calling 
their attention’ to the order of J. K. Koe, Esq.,.Q.C., Judge of 
the Hertfordshire County Court, requiring that counsel should 
be employed in all cases above £20. 

Of late years, as you are aware, the monopoly of barristers has 
been somewhat curtailed by the legislature with regard to their 
exclusive privileges of audience and eligibility to appointments, 
in favour of attorneys, who have shown themselves to be fully 
as competent as the dii minores: of the bar for the discharge of 
the duties thrown upon them, and who have obtained the con- 
fidence of the country.. ‘There can be no doubt of this. As 
well may you contend that the county courts are unpopular as 
that their practitioners are incapable advocates. The capacity 
and abilities of the latter have, no doubt, in a great measure, 
made the courts so popular as they are. The- hypothesis that 
exclusive privileges confer exclusive ability has been exposed 
and overthrown, and people now cannot for the life of them see 
why the discipline of eating a certain number of dinners, albeit 
terminating in the assumption of stuff and horsehair, more fits 
a man for the’ duties of advocacy than an apprenticeship of five 
years to the practice of the law, and the passing of a stiff ex- 
amination at the’end of that period. — - 

Mr. Koe looks-upon our branch of the profession with a 
jealous eye—hence the “rule” in question, which is nothing less 
than a direct insult upon it, unless. the attorneys in Hertford- 
shire are considerably below par—a supposition very unlikely. 
The rule must, of course, be disobeyed, as being not only in- 
sulting, but illegal ; ‘and if the judge refuse audience proceedings 
must be at-once taken in the Queen’s Bench against him; -for if 
this monstrous rule be submitted to, the attorneys will be lower- 
ing themselves and their brethren all over the country by a 
direct admission of their own incapacity. . Pr 

Of the absurdity of making the amount of the sum sued for 
the necessity for employing a barrister it is needless to say any- 
thing, as any one not a county court judge, or a barrister of 
seven years standing, knows that oftentimes little cases are more 
troublesome and more prolific in points of law than great ones. 
The rale and the reason are equally absurd. 

Your correspondent wishes to know if any such rule has been 
laid down in any other court, and, if so, whether it has been 
submitted to. Of course, no such rule has been attempted to be 
laid down anywhere else, the judges having courtesy enough to 
allow the attorneys to use their own discretion in the matter; 
and as to whether such a rule would be submitted to, I beg to 
say it would be entirely unheeded by your obedient servant, 

Cheltenham, May 12, 1858. A Sovicrror. 


LAW SOCIETY’S EXAMINATIONS. 

To the Editor of Tue Soxicrtors’ Journa, & REPORTER. 

Sir,—Whiat is it ? Is it that the examiners are getting more 
considerate, or the clerks better prepared ? Look at the result 
of the late Hilary and Easter Examinations ! 

Last Hilary Term I find 100 candidates attended, of whom 
2 “withdrew,” and 29 were “rejected;” thus showing a “pluck” 
of one candidate in every 34. Fe 

This Easter Term 85 candidates attended, none of whom 
withdrew, but 10 were rejected; showing a “ pluck” of only 1 
in every 8}. , . 





I think something is to be said for both sides, The questions 
this Easter Term were certainly easier than those of Hil 


Term, and probably the clerks, being frightened by the bai 


able raid then made in their ranks, had better prepared them- 
selves.—I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 
May 8. M, 


& 
—& 


Professional Intelligence. 





INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 

The original design for the hall of the society is now com- ° 

pleted by the addition of the south wing. It appears desirable 

that the profession should be informed of the extended conve- 

niences thus afforded, and we may take the opportunity of 

drawing attention to the many advantages attending member- 
shi 


p- 

The society consists of upwards of 1630 solicitors, in London 
and in the country; the admission fee has been reduced to £5; 
the annual subscription for town members is £2, and for 
country members £1: all solicitors are eligible as members of 
the society, on being proposed by two members, and on being 
approved by the council. 

The hall, open daily from nine o’clock in the morning till ten 


at night, is furnished with the Votes and Proceedings of Parlia- . 


ment, the London Gazette, morning and evening newspapers, 
reviews, and other publications. Here members are enabled to 
meet one another by appointment for all purposes of business, 
and two waiting or conference rooms adjoining the hall are 
appropriated for their use. 

The Library comprises the following departments :— 

1. The north and south wings, for the exclusive use of 
members, contain parliamentary works and public records, 
county history and topography, genealogy, heraldry, and 
miscellaneous works. ; 

2. The law library comprises the statutes, reports, digests, 
treatises, and other works relating to the law. The articled 
clerks of members are admitted as subscribers to this part of the 
library. ; 

The library contains upwards of 13,000 volumes, collected at 
an expense of upwards of £6000. 

Arbitration and other professional meetings. — Five rooms, 
with a waiting room for witnesses, are provided for meetings 
of arbitrators, creditors, law associations, and other profes- 
sional purposes,—with an entrance, by the south corridor, 
from Chancery-lane. 

Ejighty-eight fire-proof rooms and closets are provided for 
the deposit of deeds, &c.; with an office for the examination of 
deeds. These rooms are let, either for temporary or permanent 
purposes, each renter having a private key of his own room or 
closet, to which no other person:has ‘access. Boxes also are 
provided for members, in which they may deposit their papers, 
thus saving the trouble and expense of carrying them to and 
from the courts and offices. ; ‘ 

The annual subscription entitles the members to use the hall, 
library, and registry, and to attend all lectures; and it also en- 
titles them to the use of the arbitration and fire-proof rooms, for 
their own purposes, at a lower rate than is charged to the pro- 
fession generally. 

Articled clerks of members are admitted to the library, with 
the approbation of the council, on payment of £1 per annum, and 
they may attend the lectures, on paying half the fees of ordi- 
nary subscribers. 

The clerks of members are admitted to the registry office, 
where the general and daily cause lists are kept, and’ informa- 
tion of the business of all the courts is regularly supplied. 

Club-rooms.— A club-room and other rooms are attached to 
the hall for the use of the members of the club, subject to a 
separate admission fee and subscription. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 

The Annual General Meeting of the Law Association was 
held at the Hall of the Incorporated Law Society, on Tuesday, 
the 11th inst., when the following report was read:— 

Tur Forry-rinst Reront or tHe Boanp or Dinectors TO THE ANNUAL 
General Count® 
Tuesday, May 11, 1858. 
, Laurence Desnonoven, Esq., in the Chair. 
This Annual General Court has been convened in ere ar Boa 
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yg omg having been a member 
Kisderey(e former treasurer, having been a 


father, Mr. 
trom the 


in stating that two cases have ceased 
association. In the one case the daughter 
as a resident governess, and 

late member has found a provision for 


'y, the widow of a gentleman who became a 

t aiea in the month of Jan’ last, has sought 

f A herself and two invalid daughters; and 
a@ gentleman who became a member in ‘1818, 

h the widow of a gentleman unconnected 

the last few days, sought and obtained 

ry three daughters, two of whom are in very 


past year only four gentlemen have joined the association— 
member, and three as annual members, a number far below 


announce the death of two life members and ten 
annual members, and the withdrawal from the association of eight gentle- 


—. Spee Devs eee 
the regulations of the relief is not extended to the 
of od eye wg te in their lifetime; but in a case which will be 
irae the General Court this day, the husband of the applicant is 
ne — On several previous occasions General Courts have been 
Beans now ask 


_ pe of small amounts to such applicants, and your 
is court to sanction a grant of £10 in this case for the 
year. 

sum voted at the last annual General Court for the benefit of the 

widows and families of non-members was £200, the whole of which has 

been expended. Your directors would suggest a renewal of this vote for 

the ensuing year. 

compels your directors to urge on the 

of the members of the association, use of 

every proper exertion for increasing the available means of the association, 

as the best and —- way of omens its objects, The directors appeal 
experience of the profession in 


to the , in support of their impression 
that the claimants are on the inc and whilst they do not feel called 


upon to enter more y~J upon this sad state of circumstances, they would 
use it as a means for asking the kind efforts of = members for the 
advancement of the benefits of the association, and thereby strengthening 
the hands of those who are entrusted each year hy the distribution of its 
funds.—By order of the Board, Joun Boopxe, Secretary. 

The accounts showed that 887%. 10s. had, during the past 

year, been given to the widows and families of *rsons who had 
Gor members of the association, and £200 to those of solicitors 
who had not been members. 

Lord Lyndhurst was re-elected president; Lord Cranworth, 
the Master of the Rolls, Lords Justices Knight Bruce and Tur- 
ner, and Sir James Wigram, were. re-elected vice. presidents; 
and the Lord Chancellor was elected a vice-president. 

Mr. B. Austen was elected joint treasurer with Mr, Des- 
borough ; Mr. Bischoff, Mr. J. C. Burgoyne, Mr. Gale, Mr. 
Harding, Mr. Fins, ¥ Leman, Mr. P. Nelson, Mr. Powys, Mr. 
8. Steward, Mr. T. T. Tatham, and Mr. B. F. Watson, were 
elected directors; and Mr Chilton, Mr. E. Jennings, and Mr. 
M. P. Pearce, were elected auditors. 


eee 


COUNTRY rei pra nd to ADMINISTER 
OATHS IN CHANCERY. 


A movement has been commenced at Birmingham to obtain 
a relaxation of the rule requiring ten years’ practice as a quali- 
fication for commissionership. The following letter and copy 
of petition will show what has been done there, and how sup- 


port may be given by other places to the movement :— 


To the Editor of Tne Sortcrrors’ JounNat and Repowrer. 
Sirn,—A my vee be of solicitors has just been held in Birmingham, at which 
8 resolution has been passed, that it is desirable at once to petition the Lord 
Chancellor to abolish the restrictive rule of the 6th May, 1854,as to country 

commissioners to administer oaths in Chancery. 
This rule, which prevents a solicitor taking out a commission to admini- 
od wel Chancery until he has been ten years in practice, has been 
found to entail so much loss and such serious inconvenience, that we have 
ht it advisable iy Pape petitions from as many towns in England.as 
, in order tha’ | apenas which is so generally felt through- 





ta the ountry maybe rong prominently under the note of the Lad 


With this view (and as it is impossible to attain the 
request, with 


order that 
prepare similar 

The petition from 
towns in the Midland 


willing to undertake. 
We think it advisable that the petitions should be sent in 
be ready for presentation not later than the first week in June, 


On behaif of the 
C. E Marruews, Hon. Sec. 
21, Waterloo-street, Birmingham, May 13, 1858. 


To tae Riewr How. Frepentck Baron CHELMsFoRD, oF CaELMstonp, 
iN THE Country or Essex, Lonp Hicm Caancetion of Great Burratn, 
ay ee pry Bhat your petitianers ane Gly SGntien 00 EEE ae 

High Court of Chancery, and are now practising as such in 

in the county of Warwick 
2. Peay te ee ¢c. 78, it was enacted, that the 

= Masters y should 


persons then 





as appertained 

xtraordinary in Chancery, by virtue of any statute 
Emamennmar scone 
otherwise. 

3. That, by an order of the High Court of Chancery, made the sixth 
of May, 1854, all applicants for er oe commissionerships 
oaths in chancery must be practising solicitors of ten years’ standing, and 
are required to leave, with the usual certificate signed two barristers, a 
memorial signed by some of the public functionaries 
sons in the town where they reside, that they are fit and proper 
the office of commissioner, and that additional ones are 
minister oaths in the particular town or district. 

4. That one of the District Courts of Bank ote? at Bir- 
mingham, as, also, one of the District < of the new Conrt of 
Probate. 


5, That no person can administer oaths either in respect of matters in 
the said District Court of Boskeewees, or in respect of matters in the said 
District Office w the new Court of Probate, who has not also 
taken out his commission to administer oaths in Chancery in Engiand; 
and that such last-mentioned commission is, in nt, ths eatery Leen 
by a solicitor to administer oaths in such district courts 

6. That your petitioners have suffered, and still are pews STEN 
most serious inconvenience ae Se the restriction against their taking out 
such commission as before men: 

7. That your petitioners pen og ail the solicitors practising in 

been admitted since the of the restrictive rale 
above referred to, and ah mee See lneenneneeee © Ere 
operation, inasmuch as the younger members of the profession are far 
more frequently called upon to administer oaths and take deciafations than 
those who, having been longer in practice, are consequently more engrossed 
by their avocations. 

8. That the public, as well as your petitioners, are particularly incon- 
venienced in cases of bankruptcy, inasmuch as under the present 

sons debts cannot be sworn from thereto by ur peionens 

Dusiness 
upon those of 


wishing to prove 
Nod afe either unable or unwilling to a oe 


tioned, forward 
all those rights and privileges which were then by 


the 
Ih TEas So Gath SEMAN Tule exists wi repels te Ge Sie ot 
attorneys-at-law to administer oaths in the superior courts at Westminster, 
and the majority of your petitioners have taken out commissions to to ad- 
ay Saas nanaen toate Lordship that your Lord- 
‘our y your 

willbe pleased to discharge the wal restrictive we Tule of the auth Gay 
pe plheng SS eaeanaer ‘penaanneg to administer oaths in 


of 
And your petitioners will ever pray, &c. 


CHANCERY VACATION NOTICE. 

During the vacation, until further notice, all applications 
which are necessary to be made at the judges’ chambers are to 
be made at the chambers of the Vice-Chanceller Sir William 
Page Wood. 

Parties desiring to make any urgent ial a 
the Court during the vacation, are to apply at the said 
chambers for an appointment. 

The chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Sir William Page 
Wood will be open on Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and 
Friday, in each week, from eleven to one o'clock, 





ATTORNEYS TO BE ADMITTED. 
Queen's Bench, 
Trinity Term, 1858. 


Clerk’s Name and Residence. 
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Clerk’s Name and Address. 

Brady, George, 5, Hare-court, Temple 
Brown, Charles William, 13, Abbey-road, St. ‘John’s-wood oie CHEB sectscoeces Seen 
econo George, Wilton-upon-Wye, Hereford .......... 
Clay, Benjamin Sherard, 10, Bolton-street, Piccadilly ; and ‘Liverpool Sols esc ocinwiveceveceies 


eee ene eee eee eeeeeee ese eseaeseeeeeeee 





seen eect es eeeses 


Cooper, Charles John, 28, Gordon-square ; and Lincoln’s-inn-fields ........ bole aed Stae das 
Denton, James, 5, New Bank-buildings ; and Coborn- Sista) Bow-road .... 
Dodds, Thomas, Berwick-upon-Tweed .....0cscecccseveccccscenscesecvevscesevecsssene 





Farmer, James, 10, Gray’ s-inn-place, Gray’s-inn; Ledbury; Seg petiliiia eetdings ; and 

Old-square, Lincoln’: AMT Sec ccocceseeccectevesvevectidonsone odes 
Field, Samuel, jun., Norwich, and Church-street, Brompton 
Foster, Robert Hale, Edgbaston, Birmingham ......... ce vectionbescsveds dcedibaweenwees ‘ 


Frail, Charles Simpson, 35, Tavistock-street, Covent Garden ......0cseesscecccecsecece 

Greig, James Crawford, Bishop’s Waltham, Hants; John-strect, Bedford-row 3 “and 22, 
Lamb's Conduit-street be ah> « demped> cp Won RmessD § dani Hapnene ence gop se cbavalests ete 

Greene, George, jun., 27 & 35, ‘Albert-street, Regent’ s-park ; Northumberland-st., "Strand ; 3 





and Montague-place, Islington..........+-+ssseeeeeeereeees epepsiagien vine obi dee Seba 
Greenway, George Cattell, 49, Lincoln’s-inn-fields............seessseeeeees Pr torah] ° 
Gwillim, William Waring, ‘Chertsey ; and Northwick-terrace, St. John’s Wood Edceet veces 
Harrison, William, 11, George-street, Euston-road ; Holford-square ; Percy-cireus, Penton- 
ville; and Lincoln *.....6...s2 cc ceccccecccese vee crnsididedccdcbbonsocccvccces vecevcs 
Hay, Thomas, 30, Bayham-terrace, Camden Town ....cscssss00s 
Hill, Charles, Ormskirk....... bogs wou Sie SUNS wikiWeieldnye Jin 0% 
Holland, Tabet, OG 65.2 ois ie ks ois Seiden obi eden Ss cvseve 0 





Hutchinson, James Gwynne, 7, Harris-street, Bradford, ¥ orkshire ion vedeve 
London, William James, 10, Newnham-street; Essex-court, Temple; and Winchester ... 
Martin, Alexander, 20, Richinond-terrace, Clapham-road ; and King’s Bench-walk ........ 
Mortimer, John, 57, Stanhope-street, Hampstead-road; and Fishguard, Pembroke .... 

Mullings, John, 23, Acton-street, Gray’s-inn-road ; and Cirencester..sese...see0s wsovoves 
North, John, Leeds ; and Keppel-street, Russell-square ...... 9 opsevoceccrodice Se eee ° 





Parry, Charles John Robert, 5, St. Stephen’s-terrace, nmiecnaialge North, Bayswater .. 
Packwood, George, Cheltenham . PIS WE seated > 
Peverley, Benjamin, 86, Pentonv: ilie- road, Pentonville ; “and St 











SQUArTC, IsliNGtON 20.06 osecerccercccecsescveccpeccsreevorscsnvscssssenveseevescves ‘ee 
Price, Archibald Swayne, 62, Moorgate-street ; and Argyle-street, Regent-street TTS TT 
Relph, William, Ulverstone .¢....-e+eccescererccessceresscteccccscnceece clvececbece bee 
Riley, Benjamin Scott, 20, Austin Friars ; and South Molton; Oe ere re. scans eens 
Rowland, Frederick Browne, Croydon ; and Everett- -street, Bernard- prime Russell-square 
Sale, William Henry, 37, Gloucester-street ; and Derby .......0...-ccccscccccccceeccece 
Seymour, Francis George, Newcastle-upon-Tyme ....cscscccccccsccccscacroses BY 
Shackleton, John, jun., 6, Albert-terrace, Notting-hill-gate, Bayswater ; and Leed: 
Speechley, Thomas, 12, Chapel-street, Bedford-row ...........e..++0 Wa 
Suckling, Alfred William, Birmingham ; and 7, Chancery-lane ...... oases vale oss 
Sylvester, William, 30, Amwell-street, Claremont-square; and Lincoln ................0- 
Tanner, Edward, Bath ; Queen-square, Westminster ; and Great Queen-street, Westminster. 
Tattershall, William Edward, Liverpool ; and Sutherland-street, Walworth .............. 
Thompson, "Henry Benjamin, 25a, Great Percy-street, Pentonville ; and Grantham ....... ° 
Venning, John James Edgecombe, Norwich ; and Connaught-terrace, Edgware-road ..... " 
Watkins, Edward, 22, Swinton-street, Gray’s-inn-road ; Barnsbury-road; and Bolton...... 
Williams, Richard, ai, Great Coram-street ; Chester ; ‘and Bryn Beaumaris ...........+.. 
Wood, Geoffrey Palmer, Woodhall, Yorkshire ; Percy-circus, Pentonville ; and South- “square 
Yeates, Frederick William, 11, Norfolk- crescent, Hyde-park ...... pie VHUE oe cneen es pecsde 


To whom articled. assigned, dc. 
G. R. Dodd, jun., New Broad-street, City. 
C. J. Brown, New-inn. 
T. Edwards, Ross; A. Osborne, Ross. 


J. Swift, Great George-street ; and Liverpool; J. Blen- 
kinsop, Liverpool. 

T. Cooper, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

C. K. Freshfield, New Bank-buildings. ; 

G. Marshall, Berwick-upon-Tweed ; S. Sanderson, Ber- 
wick-upon-Tweed. 


F. Higgins, Ledbury ; C. M. R. Chamberlain, Ledbury. 

E. Field, Norwich ; M. H. Walker, St. Swithin’s-lane. 

Cc. Benson, Birmingham ; E. Sargent, Birmingham; E. 
Mitton, Bi ham 

G. Gordon, Shrewsbury ; ; W. A. Day, Great James-street. 


C. J. Gunner, Bishop's Waltham. 


G. J. Kenmir, Gateshead. 
J. Smith, Warwick ; J. Steward, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
J. C. Gregory, Chertsey. 


T. G. Dale, Lincoln. 

T. Cree, jun., Verulam-buildings. 

W. Welsby, Ormskirk 

J. W. Harris, Rochdale. 

H. G. Hutchinson, Bradford; J. Berry, Bradford. 

B. C. Godwin, Winchester. 

J. Randall, Inner Temple. 

T. Gwynne, Haverfordwest. 

R. Mullings, Cirencester. 

ea E. Eddison, R. Lawson Ford, and W. North, 
Ss. 


R. Norris, jun., Liverpool; C. J. Allen, Bedford-row. 

J. Packwood, Cheltenham. 

H. Scarman, Coleman-street ; F. Moon, Bank-chambers, 
Lothbury. 

H. B. Roberts, Bangor. 

T. Woodburne, Ulverstone. 

P. Wright, Liverpool. 

W. Rowland, Ramsbury; H. Richards, Croydon. 

J. Sale, Derby. 

Ww. tt, Neweastle-upon. Tyne 

J. Shackleton, Leeds; J. 8S. Torr, Bedford-row. 

W. D. Gaches, Peterborongh ; J. Kingsford, Essex-street. 

J. Suckling (deceased), Birmingham; J. Suckling, Bir- 
mingham. 

T. Bourne, Alford. 

T. W. Gibbs, Bath ; F. Lowe, Temple. 

J. Whitley, Liverpool. 

. Thompson, Grantham. 

Blake, Keith and Blake, Norwich ; W. Vizard, 55, Lin- 
coln’s-inn-fields, 

J. K. Watkins, Bolton; J. Watkins, Bolton. 

T. Williams, Beaumaris ; i xt bee ernie Chester. 

E. B. Church, Southamp t 

H. C, Chilton, Chancery-lane. 





Pursuant TO JupDGE’s ORDERS, 


Hammond, Frederick William, 14, Woburn-buildings, Tavistock-square ; — 
minster 


Leominster... orcrccodeccceccecesrensees {soe ceeneseeey 
Morris, Henry, Merthyr Ty dvil; and 33, Wi ellington-street, Bethnal-green. K oanl whdoarbaocs 
Samuell, Alfred Simpson, 22, Duke-street, Foley-place ; Liverpool ; New-cross ; and Grafton- 

III cain salsa und ohabdben dgbhe (ages Leasantane nas se ¢6h0h F og hy G38 ‘i 





James Hammond, Leominster. 
—— L. Brown, Lianelly ; William Simons, Merthyr 
yav 


Thomas Dodge, ern mo John Robinson, Liverpool. 











Walford, Herbert Henry, 7, Spring-gardens, Westminster ; 3 and Lo cle 


Walls, Edward Henry Bellingham, 58, Lupus-street, Pimlico; Grantham . 





G. H. Ellis, Spring-garden: 
Robert Azlack White, Greathen, 








Review. 








other legal effect as herein mentioned) may be obtained: either 
by the husband or the wife, on the ground of adultery, or 
cruelty, or desertion without cause, for two years and upwards.” 


»A Treatise on the Law, Practice. and . Procedure of Divorce and | Ohe would suppose that no one at all acquainted with ecclesins- 


Matrimonial Causes. 


By Wituram Branpt, of the Inner | tical law could seriously doubt that adultery committed - before 


Temple, Esq., Barrister-at-law. Butterw orths, Fleet-street. | the Act came into operation, might be a ground of suit for a 


1858. 

The recent statute, 20 & 21 Vict. c. 85, makes a great alte- | 
ration in the practice and procedure as well as in the law 
relating to divorce and matrimonial causes. An acquaintance, 
however, with the decisions of the old ecclesiastical courts will 
be necessary to the practitioner in the newly-constituted court, 
and Mr. Brandt has endeavoured, and we think successfully, to 
bring them together, and reduce them to a shape convenient for 
reference. But he has done more than that; he has entered 
into disquisitions on the law, and discussed questions that may 
arise on the construction of the statute, with a freedom that is 
quite unusual among our text writers. In doing so, he pro- 
bably sought, as he tells us in his preface, “to make some use- 
fal suggestions on the practical working of the new: Act;” and 
whether his discussions will have that tendency or not they will 
at least be of service in elucidating thie law. 

Useful as the book will be found, perhaps its principal 
fault is its too free discussion of points of law, some of them 
of no great difficulty, and mooted apparently for the pur- 
pose of argument, and to show that the author had considered 
the Act with attention. ‘Take, for instance, the 16th section: 
“ A sentence of judicial separation (which shall have the effect 
of a divorce 4 mens& et thoro under the existing law, and such 


| 


judicial separation in the new Court, yet Mr. Brandt argues the 
| matter as if it required demonstration. That being set at rest, 
a further question is made, whether two years’ desertion (anewly- 


_ereated offence) fully complete or partially elapsed before the 


commencement of the Act, would be entertained by the new 
Court. This possibly is not quite so indisputable a proposition 
as the former, and is argued at considerable length, but without 
producing any conviction in the writer’s mind one way or the 
other. We are not aware that the doubt has been even hinted 
at in practice. 

By the new Act the jurisdiction of the ecclesiastical courts 
in all matters matrimonial, except the granting of marriage 
licenses, was abolished, and. pending suits were transferred to 
the new Court, of which the Lord Chancellor and the chiefs 
and senior puisne judges of each of the common law courts, 
together with the Judge Ordinary, ar® constituted judges; the 
Jndge Ordinary having full authority over all matters arising 
therein, except petitions for the dissolving of or annulling 
marriage, applications for new trials before a jury, bills of 
exception, special verdicts, and special cases, which are to be 
heard and determined by the full Court, consisting of three or 
more of the judges of the said Court, of whom the Judge Ordi- 
nary shall be one. ‘The grounds of a suit for ju . Separa- 
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tion are adultery, cruelty, and desertion without cause for two 
years and upwards. Adultery and cruelty were each con- 
sidered valid grounds of suit under the old law, and many% 
cases and authorities are collected together on both subjects, 
and the law clearly extracted. To those for the first time 
applying themselves to the ecclesiastical law, the doctrine of 
revivor will appear as somewhat curious. An offence com- 
mitted by one party to the marriage against the other, although 
once condoned, will be revived, and afford a ground of suit, by 
the subsequent commission by the offending party of the same 
offence; and according to some authorities, an earlier offence 
of ore kind will be revived by the subsequent commission of 
an offence of a different kind, if the subsequent offence of itself 
furnishes a ground of suit; thus adultery once condoned will 
be revived by subsequent acts of cruelty, and vice versi. But 
how this would be in the case of desertion and adultery, or 
desertion and cruelty, remains to be seen, as desertion was not 
before a ground for a divorce & mens et thoro. Upon this 
subject Mr. Brandt says:— 

Desertion was an offence unknown to the ecclesiastical courts. The 
suit for the restitution of conjugal rights was supposed a sufficient remedy 
for the grievances of this character, which might be sustained by either 
party to the marriage. It follows that desertion can never have operated 
to revive any other offence. It is impossible to predict whether, now that 
it has placed on a level with adultery and cruelty, as a cause of 
action in the Court of judical separation, it will be allowed to operate in 
revival of those offences, and to be revived after condonation by them. 

It may be observed that the 22nd section of the Act enacts 
that, excepting proceedings for the dissolution of a marriage, 
relief shall be given on principles and rules as nearly as may 
be conformable to the principles and rules of the old eccle- 
siastical courts; and it would seem to follow from that, that 
desertion for two years being now au offence of itself furnishing 
a ground of suit, the principle of the old cases would apply, 
and it would revive a former offence of adultery or cruelty, 
However, we have no intention of entering into any specula- 
tions of our own. Let us see what is meant by desertion. 
After commenting on the nature of the original absenting of 
the delinquent, and the importance of keeping in mind the in- 
tention of the party absenting himself, Mr. Brandt speaks thus 
of the continuity of the absence :— 

The Court will probably hold that the two years’ absence must be conse- 
cutive. But this will not prevent a period of absence interrupted by a few 
days’ cohabitation from being considered continuous absence. And the 


question upon which the pd will decide what effect such a visit is to 
have will be—was the return intended at the time it was made as a boné 
fide return to permanent cohabitation, or was it made merely to elude lia- 
bility to a suit for judicial separation? And the wife would not be preju- 
diced by receiving the husband on such an occasion, for condonation is 
meritorious, and the Courts have always struggled against holding a mere 


cohabitation on the part of the wife condonation. Moreover, in this case, 
supposing the return be made not bona fide, she would be misled by her 
husband's fraud. But it seems certain that if even after wilful desertion 
the wife should, to the conviction of the Court, acquiesce in his absence, 
with a view to his completing it, and furnishing her with a cause of action, 
she would lose her grounds of suit. And thereupon will arise a curious 
point of law, how far neglect to sue for a restitution of conjugal rights 
would be evidence of guilty acquiescence. We cannot say how this will be 
decided. Any how, the wife’s conduct in such a case will be evidence for 
the Court. Supposing the husband to become guilty of adultery during 
his absence, and the wife to be acquainted with the fact, it is possible that 
she might be justified in ceasing her efforts to recall him; but for our pre- 
sent purpose the question is immaterial, as in the case just supposed, the 
adultery would of itself entitle her to the same remedy as the desertion. 
What will be the effect of her acquiescing in the desertion of her husband 
when that desertion has become adulterous, upon her claim to a dissolution 
of marriage, will be considered in the proper place hereafter. 

The law as to the dissolution of marriage and the other 
ecclesiastical suits is well treated, and the defences that can 
be set up by the respondents in each case are carefully explained. 
The book has appeared at an opportune time, before the law is 
in any way settled; and a great number of debateable points, 
as well as some which can be scarcely considered debateable, 
having been ventilated, it will be found of service to the pro- 
fession. The practice of the new court is not treated of with 
such great minuteness; in fact, it would be quite imprac- 
ticable to attempt to explain that with accuracy, Nearly 
every day that the Court sits something new in point of 
practice is determined; and it will only be after an existence of 
some time that a successful attempt will be capable of being 
made to reduce the rules of practice into a definite shape. 

We might illustrate the uncertainty that is felt as to the 
practice by the case of Norris v. Norris ¢ Giles, the first one 
tried before the full Court, consisting of Lord Chief Justice 
Campbell, the Lord Chief Baron, and the Judge Ordinary. It 
was a suit for a dissolution of marriage, instituted by the hus- 
band against the wife and the alleged adulterer. The adulterer 
appeared to the citation, but had not put in an answer to the 
petition, At the trial he appeared by counsel, cross-examined 
the petitioner’s witnesses (no objection being taken on the other 





side), and, at the conclusion of the petitioner’s case, proposed to 


address the Court on the evidence; but the Court thought that 
not having put in an answer, he was not entitled to address 


them, and that his cross-examination of the witnesses was 


permitted per incuriam; and, even after judgment of dissolution 
was pronounced, and the petitioner applied under the 34th sec- 
tion for an order on the adulterer to pay costs, the Court were 
of opinion that he could not be considered in court, so as to be 
heard on that point. The adulterer had abstained from putting 
in an answer, feeling the hopelessness of being able to rebut the 
evidence of adultery, and wishing to avoid unnecessary expense; 
but it would seem that his course should have been to have put 
in an answer denying some of the facts, which the petitioner, 
under any circumstances, is bound to prove, avoiding, of course, 
the introduction of new matter, which would by the 15th 
rule of practice require verification by affidavit. Mr. Brandt 
has given us a few precedents, in addition to those issued with 
the rules and orders, and avoiding designedly any “ remarks 
upon the evidence, by which the pleadings of the parties must 
be supported,” he has produced a useful book on the law and 
procedure of the new court. 

We believe another Act will be passed this session (unless it 
should come to a premature end) to amend that of last year. 
Whether it shall be attempted to do anything more than supply 
some of the omissions of the former one, and remedy some of 
the practical difficulties which have been felt in the working of 
it, remains to be seen. Strong protests were entered by several 
peers against some of the provisions of the first Bill, as well as 
the absence of certain provisions; and amongst others Lord 
Lyndhurst protested against the relief granted to the wife. by 
way of dissolution of marriage being confined to the offences 
specified in the 27th section, and supported his protest by 
powerful arguments; but we very much doubt whether we 
see in these protests or arguments any of the grounds on which 
future legislation will take place. We have no reason to believe 
that Parliament would be more disposed now than it was last 
year to place the adultery of the husband and wife on exactly 
the same footing. On that point Lord Campbell said, in the 
House of Lords, “ The principle advocated was very popular, 
but he must oppose it. The Commissioners had come to the 
conclusion that it would not be desirable to allow the same 
privilege to the. wife as to the busband, which would be altering 
the state of the law, which had been unchanged for centuries; 
and they had decided that divorce should not be granted to the 
wife on the ground of adultery, unless with such vation as 
would render it impossible for the parties to live together.” In 
all probability, the law of divorce will not be further altered, 
but the practice and procedure only in divorce and matrimonial 
causes amended; and it appears that the Bill which was 
laid on the table of the House of Lords a few days ago by Lord 
Cranworth is confined to that object. 


ys 


Parliamentary Proceedings. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, May 7. 
Bitts TO AMEND THE TESTAMENTARY AND MATRIMONIAL 
JURISDICTION ACTS. 


These Bills, brought in by Lord CRaNworts, were read a 


first time. 
Monday, May 10. 
Law oF Property AMENDMENT BILL. 
This Bill went through committee. 
Add to Commons 





Monday, May 10. 
CHANCERY AMENDMENT Brit. 

The House went into Committee on this Bill; amendments 
were made and new clauses introduced; and the Bill was 
ordered to be reported. 

Tuesday, May 11. 
TRANSFER OF Lanp BILL. 

Lord CRANWoORTH stated that, after the report of the royal 
commission, he felt it his duty to introduce a measure which 
should give a Parliamentary title to purchasers of land, but 
which should, at the same time, not lead to the creation of 
expensive offices, or prevent the possibility of retreat in case it 
should not work satisfactorily. He then had to consider to 
what court, whether a new or an existing one, he should give 
the power of conferring such titles; and he came to the con- 
clusion that the most satisfactory and efficient tribunal would 
be the Court of Chancery. It would cause no additional ex- 
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the commission which two or three years ago 
into the Irish Encumbered Estates Courts recommended 
its powers and functions should be transferred to the Court 
Chancery. The Lord Chancellor concurred in thinking that 
this would be a very beneficial Bill, and the Home Secretary 
was of the same opinion, though he wished it to be accompanied 
by another measure bearing on the same subject. The Bill 
would establish a safe system of Parliamentary title, and would 
materially facilitate the sale and transfer of land, without risk 


measure would have a third reading. 

Lord Sr. Leonarps was obliged to oppose this Bill. The 
Court of Chancery was already charged with as much business 
as it could transact. That Court would not only be unable to 
execute the powers which this Bill would force upon it, but 
such an additional burden must have the effect of producing ob- 
structions and delays in the discharge of its proper functions. 
The power of granting a Parliamentary title would cast upon 
the Court of Chancery the duty of dealing with all the landed 
estates of England, because there would, doubtless, be a great 
demand for those titles. In Ireland £18,000,000 worth of pro- 
perty had been sold under the Encumbered Estates Act. The 
operation of such a system would be, that they must establish 
an entirely new court to work it, with competent judges and a 
staff of clerks. There could not be a greater mistake than to 
suppose that the proposed arrangement would afford any facility 
for ing a Parliamentary title, for without a good title 
already it would be useless going to the Court. The title given 
by the Encumbered Estates Court in Ireland ought not to be 
looked upon as a precedent. That measure was only intended 
to meet a tem difficulty. He himself had been in corre- 
spondence with the late Sir R. Peel on the subject, and when 
he sketched the scheme of the Encumbered Estates Court he 
had expressed the opinion that such a measure, although not 
only justifiable, but even necessary under the circumstances, 
was, as regarded the right of property, something like the sus- 
pension of the Habeas Corpus Act would be to personal liberty; 
and that when the exceptional state of things should cease, 
that exceptional state of the law should cease also. At present, 
it was the interest of a purchaser to employ the greatest vigi- 
lance in investigating title, and he would unquestionably do so 
for his own security; whereas it was very doubtful if so much 
vigilance would be exercised if the question were refcrred to a 
chief clerk in Chancery, and by him to conveyancing counsel. 
The effect of the Bill also would be to abolish the Statute of 

i ions, and to establish the Court of Chancery as the 
great auction mart of real property for all England. He moved 
that the Bill be read a third time that day six months. 

After a few words from the Earl of Doxovcumore, 

Lord WENSLEYDALE opposed the Bill, because it was a bad 
substitute for a system of registering titles, and would entirely 
alter the system of conveyancing; but, above all, he opposed it 

i of title under it by officers of the Court 
of Chancery would be mere matters of routine, as they would 
not have the same interest as professional gentlemen employed 
by the parties in ascertaining the real state of the titles and the 
claims of incumbrancers. As soon as a decree was made by 
the Court of Chancery for the sale of an estate, the claims of 
any incumbrancers whose interests might have been neglected 
by those whom the Court had appointed to investigate the title, 
would be extinguished. His noble friend had attempted to jus- 
tify his Bill by referring to the results of the Irish Lncumbered 
Estates Act, but that was an exceptional and temporary mea- 
sure. The Bill was so dangerous that he supported the amend- 
ment. 

The Lonp CHaxceivor, to 4 certain extent, approved the 
measure ae being a step in the right direction, and likely to lead 

to “a general registration of titles throughout the country, 
and he had felt desirous toadvancethatobject. Lord St. Leonards 
objected to send those matters before the Court of Chancery ; but 
it appeared to him that, in the first place, this would be the best 
course. The Vill was an experiment, and ought to be tried in the 
least expensive manner, To begin with a large establishment would 
be a most objectionable cours. The measure proposed not to 
compel persons to take « Parliamentary title, but to give them 
the advantage of obtaining it, if they chow, through the Court 
of Chancery. His noble friend said that court would be choked 
if such an amount of business were sent to be transacted before 
it, and seemed to anticipate that the Bill would he so extremely 
popalar that perums would flock tw the court in crowds to ob- 
tain 2 Parliamentary tithe, Surely, however, that was the 
which could be urged in favour of the Bill. 

His +04, also, that the Court of | rg Reged not 
in another place, Now, he (the Lord lor) 


SE 
als 


Hl 


: 


wished any one would. tell him where this court was popular 
The Court of Chancery, however, had dealt with titles in a most 
satisfactory way. It seemed to be apprehended that, there 
being no opposing parties who would have an interest in the full 
investigation of titles, the necessary amount of care would not 
be taken respecting that point. The Encumbered Estates Court, 
however, surely afforded them some experience in this matter, 
That court had dealt with property to the amount of 
£18,000,000, and he believed there was only one instance in 
which a title had been improperly conveyed. He was desirous 
that the Bill should pass. As an experiment he believed it 
would be successful; and then, if persons appreciated the advan- 
tage of having a Parliamentary title, it would be time enough 
to establish a board or court for the purpose. Believing it 
would lead the way to a general registration of titles throughout 
the kingdom, he should support the third reading. 

Lord REDESDALE thought the precedent of the Encumbered 
Estates Court inapplicable to this Bill. The titles of encum- 
bered estates were always thoroughly investigated before parties 
would advance money upon them; but when you allowed the 
owner in fee to come before the Court of Chancery with an 
unencumbered estate, and ask for a Parliamentary title for the 
purchaser, there would be no one interested in narrowly inves- 
tigating the title. The burden of doing so would rest entirely 
on the Court, for both the purchaser’s and the vendor's object 
would be to smooth over difficulties. This objection induced 
him to think that the Bill would be attended with considerable 
danger. 

Lord ABINGER was understood to oppose the Bill on the 
ground that it would subject sellers of landed estates to con- 
siderable expense, and that there were many persons who would 
be unwilling to submit their titles to the proposed scrutiny. 

Lord CranwortH, in reply, said, he believed the measure 
had met with very general assent, and, in his own opinion, it 
would be attended with most beneficial results, and would 
eventually become popular. With regard to the objection that 
there was no adequate machinery for carrying out the principle 
of the measure, he stated that the Bill empowered the Lord 
Chancellor to extend indefinitely the number of clerks engaged 
in the investigation of titles. He left the Bill entirely in their 
Lordships’ hands, believing that, if it received the sanction of 
Parliament, it would place the whole system relating to the 
conveyance of land upon a safe and satisfactory foundation. 

The House then divided on the third reading of the Bill. 
The numbers were :— 

Contents Se ee ie ee 
Non Contents ... 08) Hee eh ate ED 
Majority — 1 
The Bill was accordingly read a third time and passed, 
Law or Property AMENDMENT BILL. 
This Bill was reported with amendments. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, May 7. 
Prosatt Covrt.* 


Mr. Warren called attention to the operation of the Pro- 
bate Act of last session, in reference to the employment of 
barristers-at-law in non-contentious business in that court. 
Having briefly adverted to the earlier stages of the Act in its 
progress through Parliament, he observed that it had come 
down from the House of Lords containing no provision grant- 
ing compensation to proctors, but that then the member for Wal- 
lingford had announced his intention to oppose the passing of the 
Bill, unless a provision of that character was introduced, The 
late Attorney-General promised, that, if the —— was 
withdrawn, he would consent to compensation being given to 
the proctors. According to the terms of the 40th section, how- 
ever, a distinction was drawn between contentious and non- 
contentious business, ‘The latter was held to be confined to @ 
certain class of practitioners. It was, he submitted, for the 
interest of the public that there should be a free right of selec- 
tion from the whole bar of England. ‘The subject was one of 
so much importance, both to the public and the profession, that 
he hoped the attention of the Government would be directed to 
it. He then proceeded to refer to the exclusion of barristers 
and solicitors from practice in the Admiralty Court, Whon the 
Probate Bill was under discussion, the member for Sheffield 
proposed that the Admiralty Court should) be thrown open to 
the whole profession, ‘Ihe then Attorney-General seceded, and 
words to effect that object were introduced into the Bill, In 





that the Bill went up to the House of Lords; but, on its 
ae d ts Onubenn tlneaien Canale amendments, it was 
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found that the n throwing open the Court of Admiralty 
had been Fie) gehen ge that omission it passed into a 
law. It was his intention, according to the course that might 
be taken by the Government, either to move for a committee to 
inquire into the matter, or to take an early opportunity of 
ey in a Bill, with the view to open the Court of Probate 

to the bar, and to open the Court of Admiralty to 
pan at of the bar, attorneys, and solicitors. 

Mr. HADFIELD corroborated the statement of the member 
for Midhurst as to the insertion in the Bill when before that 
House, of the words throwing open the Court of Admiralty, 
and their subsequent omission by the House of Lords, and said 
the matter called for explanation. 

Sir R. BETHELL said, that, if the clause had remained in the 
Bill, he thought it would not have been sufficient for the pur- 
pose; and it was his intention to have brought in a Bill to open 
the Court. of, Admiralty to the whole profession.. He would 
assist in having the omission cured. 

Mr. Coxtrer said, he understood that a sum of nearly 
£250,000 a-year had been voted by that House as compensation 
to the proctors. He happened to be absent, or he should cer- 
tainly have voted against so extravagant a sum. He felt sure 
the House would never have entertained such a proposition 
except on the supposition that the monopoly of the proctors was 
to be destroyed. 

Mr. Matrns said, it was stated by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer in introducing his budget, that it was expected, according 
to the most reasonable calculation, that the compensation under 
the Probate Act would amount to £250,000 a-year. He believed 
that the compensation would not exceed from £80,000 to £100,000 
per annum. It might be satisfactory to the House to know that 
the Act had utterly destroyed the proctors as a body. He 
thought the Chancellor of the Exchequer would find that he 
was in error in supposing the Consolidated Fund would have to 
bear the amount to be paid in compensation. ‘The result would 
be, that certain fees would be paid into the Consolidated Fund 
sufficient to meet the expenditure in compensation, so that no 
additional burden would be thrown on the country. The 
member for Sheffield had but himself to blame in not seeing 
that the provision throwing open the Court of Admiralty was 
restored in the Bill after its return from the Lords. 


Thursday, May 13. 
Common Law Procepure Act AMENDMENT. 
Mr. ATHERTON obtained leave to bringin a Bill to amend 
the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, with reference to the 
exercise of equitable jurisdiction. 


Pending Measures of Law Reform. 


PROBATE ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 
[Lord Cranworth. } 

1. The Judge of the High Court of Admiralty and the Judge 
of the Court of Probate may sit for each other. 

2. The Judge of the Court of Probate may sit in chambers. 

3. The ‘Treasury to provide chambers. 

4, The judge in chambers to exercise the same power as in 
open court, 

5. Whereas the duties of the registrars of the principal regis- 
try cannot be efficiently discharged by three registrars, it 
shall be lawful for the judge to appoint a fourth registrar. 

6. Clerks in the principal registry shall be eligible to be 
appointed registrars or district registrars. 

7. The record keepers to be clerks within 20 & 21 Vict. 
¢. 77, 8, 18. 

8, ‘Certain articled clerks to be admitted proctors of the 
Court of Probate, 

9, Where the testator or on in respect of whose estate 
& grant or revocation of a probate or letters of admi- 
nistration is applied for, had ~ the time of death his fixed place 

of abode in one of the districts specified in schedule (A.) to the 
Court of Probate Act, and the personal estate in respect 
of which such probate or letters of administration are to be or 
have been granted, exclusive of what the deceased may have 
been possessed of as a trustee, but without deducting anything 
on account of debts, was at the time of death under the value 
of two hundred pounds, the judge of the county court having 
iateticn in the place in which the deceased had at the time 
of a fixed place of abode, shall have the contentious 
Jitiodlotion anda of the Court of Probate in respect of 

questions as to the grant and revocation of probate of the will 











or letters of administration of the effects of such deceased per. 
son, in case there be any contention in relation thereto: pro- 
vided that the judge of the county court shall not have any 
such jurisdiction if it ap that the same when exercised 


pa «alg at the time of death was caine tha dln af three hun- 
ands. 

10. 2 20 & 21 Vict. c. 77, s. 54, to be repealed. 

11. 20 & 21 Vict. c. 77, s. 59, to apply to applications for 
revocation of grants. 

12. The power to make rules and orders for regulating the 
proceedings of the county courts shall extend to all proceedings 
in the county courts under this Act, and also to framing a scale 
of costs and charges to be paid to counsel, proctors, ~—— 
and attorneys in respect of proceedings in county courts under 
the Court of Probate Act or this Act. 

13. Non-contentious business pending in any ecclesiastical 
court to be transferred to Court of Probate. 

‘ 14. Bonds given before 11th January, 1858, to remain in 
force. 

15. An executor not acting or not appearing to a citation to 
be treated as if he had renounced. 

16. The Judge of the Court of Probate may amend grants 
made before 11th January, 1858. 

17. 38 Geo. 3, c. 87, and 20 & 21 Vict. c. 77, s. 74, to be ex- 
tended to all cases of executors and adrainistrators. 

18. Between the death of the person deceased and the grant 
the property to vest in the Crown. 

19. Second and subsequent grants to be made where the ori- 
ginal will is deposited or the original letters of administration 
were granted. 

20. The Court of Probate may require security from a re- 
ceiver of real estate. 

21. Administration pendente lite may be granted in case of 
appeals. 

22. Registrar may issue a subpeena to bring in a testamentary 


per. 

Pos. The registrars to do all acts heretofore done by surro- 
gates. 

24. District registrars not to act as advocates, barristers, 
proctors, solicitors, or attorneys. 

25. Copies of wills may be certified by a stamp. 

- Certificates from the principal registry may be stamped. 

Requisitions may be issued for the transmission of a 
fr paper. 

28. The judge and registrars shall, in any case where an 
ecclesiastical or other court had, previously to 11th January, 
1858, made any order in res t of costs, have the same power 
of taxing such costs, and payment, as if the cause had 
been originally commenced in the Court of Probate; provided 
that, in taxing any such costs, or any other costs incurred in 
causes depending in any such courts before the time aforesaid, 
all ‘charges shall be allowed which might have been legally 
made according to the practice of the Prerogative Court. 

29. Whenever application is made for an additional stamp on 
any grant of probate or administration, such stamp shall not 
be affixed until a certificate has been exhibited that all fees 
payable by any rules and orders under the Court of Probate 
Act have been paid. 

30. Letters of administration granted in Ireland not to be 
resealed in England, except when sufficient bond is giver. 

31. Commissioners may be appointed in the Isle of Man, &e. 

32. Affidavits, before whom to be sworn in Scotland, Ireland, 
&e. 

33, Affidavits, before whom to be sworn in foreign parts. 

34. Persons forging seal or signature guilty of felony. 

35, Persons taking a false oath before a surrogate guilty cf 
perjury. 

36. Superannuation allowances, &e. 

37. Short title of Act. 


DIVORCE ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 
[Lord Cranwort.] 
1. The Judge Ordinary of the Court for Divorce and 
Matrimonial Causes may sit in chambers, 
2. The Treasury to provide chambers, 
3. The judge sitting in chambers to exercise the same power 
as in open court, 
4. The rogistrars to do all acts heretofore done by surre- 
gates, 
5. Any person, Sag ad resident or domiciled, may 
mao tion to the Court ing that bis or het marriage 
be dlealved under 20 & 21 Viet. 0 85, 5 27, who, defore 
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the passing of the said Act, might have obtained from any 
ecclesiastical court in England or in India, or in any of her Ma- 
jesty’s colonies, a divorce & mensé et thoro for any of the causes 
mentioned in the said section, subject to such rules as the 
Court may make respecting the giving of proxies for authorising 
the presentation of any such petition. : 

6. Every wife deserted by her husband, wheresoever resident 
in England, may, at any time after such desertion, apply to the 
judge ordinary for an order to protect any money or property in 
England she may have acquired or may acquire by her own 
lawfulindustry,andany property she may have become possessed of 
or may become possessed of after such desertion, against hér 
husband and his creditors, and any person claiming undér him ; 
and the judge ordinary shall exercise in respect of every such 
application all the powers conferred upon the Court under 20 & 
21 Vict c. 85, s. 21. 

7. Persons who can administer oaths under 20 & 21 Vict. 
c. 77, to administer oaths under 20 & 21 Vict. o, 85. 

8. Power to enforce decrees of abolished courts as to costs. 

9. Commissioners may be appointed in the Isle of Man, &c. 

10. Appeal in cases of nullity of marriage to lie to the 
House of Lords. 

11. Affidavits, before whom to be sworn in Scotland, Ireland, 
&e. 

12. Affidavits, before whom to be sworn in foreign parts. 

13. Persons forging seal or signature guilty of felsny. 

14. Persons taking a false oath before 9 surrogate guilty of 
perjury. 

15. Compensation to officers of abolished courts. 


Law Amendment Society. 


This society met on Monday, April 26th; CuarLes Worps- 
worth, Esq., Q. C.. in the chair. 

The adjourned debate on Mr. Edgar's motion, that the Report 
on Professional Remuneration be adopted, was resumed. 

Mr, Henry ALLEN explained that, on a former occasion, he 
had moved the adjournment, because several gentlemen were ab- 
sent from town, and he hoped the society would now have 
their remarks. 

Mr. Frevp supported the adoption of the report, the principle 
of which was at the root of all law reform, The law reformers of 
New York had many years ago started the subject, and the 
system condemned in the report had been abolished in that 
state. He read extracts from a work of Mr. Theodore Sedg- 
wick, showing the absurdity of a fixed scale of payment, and 
also from a report of the society in 1852, in which the prolixity 
of legal documents was shown to arise from the present method 
of remuneration. Lords Brougham, Lyndhurst, and Langdale, 
Vice-Chancellor Wigram, the present Master of the Rolls, and 
others, had expressed opinions similar to those advocated in the 
present report. He recommended that there should be a fee for 
ending business, in order to enable a man of business talents to 
be paid for his superiority. At present a boy just admitted on 
the rolls was remunerated at the same rate as a solicitor of ex- 
perience and ability, and he asked whether the principles esta- 
blished im all other branches of business should not be held 
equally binding in legal transactions. 

Mr. S. B. Bristowr objected to the report, because it 
contained a string of resolutions which had very little to do 
with the principles enunciated by it. He denied that under any 
cireumstances it would become usual to make bargains before- 
hand for legal work. 

Mr. G. B. ALLEN, understanding that theamendment moved at 
the first meeting had been withdrawn, would move “that the 
report be referred back to the committee for further considera- 
tion.” He contended the report implied that solicitors were not 
sufficiently paid. Such a statement was incorrect, and might 
do injury to the society. 

Mr. Serjeant Woo_rycu seconded the amendment 

Mr. Encar replied, that the report stated that some services 
of solicitors were underpnid, others overpaid. The report was 
based on the principle that the interests of the public and the 
profession were both injured by the present systein. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD was of opinion that the tenor of the report 
was a complaint of insufficient remuneration, and he wished 
this mistake to be remedied. Mr. J. S. Mill wrote that solicitors 
were adequately paid. 

Mr. Hyesry ALien was in favour of altering the report. 

Admiral Saumanez thought the present system a great evil. 

Mr. Commissioner Vaxv believed that one of the greatest 
improvements that could be made in legal proceedings would be 
an alteration in our mode of remuneration. 











Mr. Epwakp Wepstts should vote for the adoption of the 
report. He believed that solicitors were not well paid. 

The Chairman having put the amendment, gave his casting 
yote against it. The original motion was carried, . 

Mr Fist moved the adoption of the first resolution—* That, 
in the case of payment for professional services, there is no reason 
for departing from fle ordinary principle of the remuneration 
of labour, as a matter to be settled between employer and 
employed.” 

. GILMOUR seconded the motion. 

Mr. GoLDsmip opposed it, on the ground that the resolution was 
antagonistic to one which followed, affirming the expediency of 
establishing a board of taxation. Hé thought it unadvisable to 
leave arrangements for legal business entirely open to bargains, 

The debate was adjourned. 


_ Mr. E. T. Wakefield has given notice of the following reso- 
lutions, which he will move at the meeting of the Society on 
Monday, the 17th inst.:— 

1. That in amending the ame regulating the tenure and transfer of real 
estate, it is undesirable to eriforce the general adoption of arly system of 
tenuré inconsistent with the “social” purposes for which the greater pro- 
portion of the land of this kingdom is held. 


2. That any system of tenure is inconsistent with these 2) 
the effect of which is to increase the expense of tenure, edi the 





security of title, for the pu only of facilitating the transfer 

3. That it is desirable that persons holding land for “commercial 
poses Ferg have Lag ory pe of transferring ~ vrs 

4. That it is expedient that in any system introducing an org: change 
in the tentire of land , it should be a fundamental pHintitle that such a sys- 
tem should not be either directly or indirectly compulsory, but susceptible 
of being applied only in cases where individuals are desirous of availing 
themselves of it. 

5. That no plan has yet been devised that would fulfil this condition, 
and at the same time materially diminish the expense of transferriug lar 
without increasing the expense of its tenure, except the plan of a j 
investigation of titles (now for the first time proposed to be permanently 
carried out by Lord Cranworth’s Bill), and certificates of ownership, to 
constitute the root of the title, precluding all previous investigations. 

6. That it would be a desirable amendment of the law to adopt the 
system of judicial investigations of title, and certificates of ownership, con- 
$tituting the root of the titie, thereby diminishing the cost of tra 
land, if this could be done, ih conjunction with a plan that would render 
fraud impracticable, by precluding the possibility of suppressing title- 
deeds. 


7. That taking into consideration both the collusion that ht be prac- 
tised by vendor and purchaser, and the possibility of the accidental sup- 
pression of documents, it would be both dangerous and inexpedient to 
institute in England (where there is no registry of assurances) a permanent 
court with a power of giving parliamentary titles, without, at the same 
time, providing a plan that would render the suppression-ef title-deeds 
practically impossible. 

8. That it be referred toa committee to consider and report on the details 
of the plan advocated by Mr. Wakefield, for precluding the suppression of 
title-deeds without the instrumentality of a public registry. 


_, Neermameteeccsiors 
Court Papers. 


Queen's Bench. 
Sittincs at Nist Parivs, in Middlesex and London, before the Right Hon: 
Joun Lorp Camppet, Lord Chief Justice of her Majesty's Court of 
Queen’s Bench, in and after Trinity Tenm, 1858. 


IN TERM. 


London. : 
Ist Sitting .... Friday .... May 28 
2nd Sitting .... Friday.... June 4 


spur. 


Middleser. 
Ist Sitting .... Monday....May 24 
2ud Sitting .... Monday....May 31 
érd Sitting .... Monday....June 7 
For undefended causes only. 


AFTER TERM. 
Middlesex. 


Monday ....++++++++.+++ dune 14, | Monday June 28. 
The Court will sit at 10 o'clock every day. 
The Causes in the list for each of the above sitting days in Term, if not 
disposed of on those days, will be tried by adjournment on the days follow- 
ing each of such sitting days. 


Common Pleas. 

Sirrines at Nist Paivs, in Middlesex and London, before the Right Hon. 
Sir ALEXANDER Epmunpd Cooxsunn, Knt., Lord Chief Justice of her 
> Court of Common Pleas at Westminster, in and after Trinity 
Term, 1858, 


Cee ewereenne 


IN TERM. 
London. 


May 25. | Pay sSeaVevksesberes | = ary 
June 1. | Friday atte 4. 


AFTER TERM. 


Middlesex. 
iy) EES E TEE eee 6 
TUCSMAY.....ssseecseees 


Middlesex. London. 
Monday ......+sse0+-00+ June 14, | Monday......cceccseeee June 28, 
The Court will sit during and after Term at 10 o’elock, 


The Causes in the list for each of the above sitting days in Term, if not 
disposed of on those days, will be tried by adjournment on the days follow- 
ing each of such sitting days. 

Srehequer of Pleas. 
Srrrixos at Niet Parcs in Middlesex and London, before the Right Hon. 
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TEs 


a. 
ard Sitting.... Monday ....June 


AFTER 


sin and afer 


Middlesex. 
Monday ...sssccsccseeee June 14, 


The Court will sit during and after 

The Court will sit in Middlesex, at 
from day to day until the Causes 
Sittings are disposed of. 


Court of 


entered for the 


”_—o— 


Lord Chiet Baron of her Majesty’ Court 
A a 


Ist Sitting .. mg +++ May 28 
ls - Friday .... June 4 


TERM. 

London. 
Monday..-cerse-sesseee June 28, 
Term at 10 o'clock. 


Nisi Prius, in Term, by adjournment 
respective Middlesex 


Chancery. 


SITTINGS.—Trinity Term, 1858. 


LORD CHANCELLOR. 

: At Lincoin’s Inn. 
Seturday,May 32: . . App. Mtns. & Ptns 
Monday 

‘ 254 Appeals. 
Wednesday 26..App.Mtns. & App. 


Thursday 4 

Friday 

Saturday § 29 > Appeals. 

Monday 31 

Tuesday, June | 

Wednesday 2,.App.Mtns.&Apps. 
Thursday : 

Soronkey 5 > Appeals. 

Monday 7 

Tuesday 8 

beer 2 . App. Mtns.& Apps. 
May 1 } Appeals. 
Saturday 12, App.Mtns. & Apps 


ee days as his Lordship 


is hearing Appeals in the House of 
Lords are excepted. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
At Chancery Lane. 
ee econ Bb 
24..Gen. Ptn. Day. 
wore 25..General Paper. 
26. . Motions. 
7 


28 
29 >General Paper. 
al 


fee Secretary, on or before the 
on whielt itis intended they should 
be heard, ——. 
THE LORDS JUSTICES. 
At Lincotn’s Inn. 
po gamed vy - App.Mtns.& Apps. 
2s} Appeals. 
Se 26..App, — & Apps. 


me Pts. intanacy & 
Bankruptcy, 
poy ag 


SaturdayJunel2..App.Mtns.& Apps. 


Norice.—The days (ifan Lhe Lage 
the Lorps Justices 
gaged in the Full Coart, fn ad 
cepted. 
V. C. Siz R. T. KINDERSLEY. 





At Lincoin’s Inn, 
Saturday, May 2 } (sea 8 Sht-Cla, 
oor General Paper. 
Wednesday 2s. -Mtns.&Gen.Papr. 
Thursday 27..General Paper. 
oakley oy oT ny 

uses, Sht. 

Saturday 29} Cls. & Gen. Paper 
rene June } General Paper. 
Wednesday 2..Mtns.&Gen. Paper 
Thursday 3..General Paper. 
Friday 4, Te, nh unop. first) 

t. Causes, Sht. 
Saturday + { ois & Gen. Paper 
one ; i a General Paper. 
Wednesday 9..Mtns.&Gen.Paper 
Thursday 10. pag Paper. 

ns. (unop. first), 
Friday 11) Sht Caus.&Sht.Cls 
Saturday 12. ..Motions, 


—_—— 


V.C. Sm JOHN STUART, 


At Lincotn's Inn, 
suey (MT 
Monday 24 
Tuesday 25 General Paper. 
Wednesday 26,,Mtns.&Gen.Paper 
Thursday § 27.,General Paper. 
Friday 28. BA nay Moe r 

t. Causes, Sht. 
c+ " { Cis. & Gen. Paper 
onday 
Tuesday, June 1 } General Paper. 
Wednesday 2..Mtns.&Gen.Paper 
Thursday 3..General Paper. 
Friday 4.. Pe a Gen. Pa; 
t. t 
ose ~ {ese Gen. Paper 
onday General Paper 
Tuesday 8 } 
Wednesday 9..Mtns.&Gen.Paper 
Thursday 10, A Pens gh ae 
ns, Sht. Causes, 
Friday 11 } Sht.Cls.&Gen, Pa. 
Saturday 12, , Motions. 





V. ©. Sir W. PAGE WOOD. 
At Lincotin's Inn. 








Saturday, May 22 He lay ogg 
Monday 24 
Tuesday 95 General Paper. 
pememey 4 -Mtns.&Gen. Paper 
Friday 98 oy Paper. 
>tns. Sht. Causes, 
Satarday se Cis. & Gen. Paper. 
Monday 3 
Tuesday, June 1 General Paper. 
Wednesday 2..Mtns.&Gen.Paper 
| ed ? } General Paper. 
Ptns. Sht. Cause: 
may { cis. & Gen. Paper” 
Trostey. a General Paper. 
Wednesday : - Mtns.&Gen. aoe 
Thursday 10.. ey ly, ol 
t. 
Friday N } & Gen Paper. 
Saturday ps 








Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 


BIRTHS, 


| at het theonpraras siacpadbiretind oe 2. 


oh Lincoln’s-inn, of a 

JONES—On May 11, at 2 Cranley-place, Onslow-square, the wife of Chatles 
E. Jones, Esq., of @ son. 

MANT—On May 13, at 5 Great James-street, Bedford-row, the wife’ of 
George F. Mant, Esq., of a daughter. 

PULLEY—On May 5, at Grosvenor-lodge, Edmonton, the wife of William 
Pulley, Solicitor, of a daughter. 

WINSLOW—On May 3, at 13 Woburn-square, the wife of Thomas Ewing 
Winslow, Esq., of a son. 

MARRIAGES. 


Ts ee ee May 11, at the British 


Embassy, Delgado Rev. 
rector of —— 





Milman, M.A 






CAMPBELL—ANDREWS—On Nie A ue 4 the par 
the Rev. James Vaughan, incum! Chu 
Cam, 
late 


nurch, ee bf 
rch, the 

ll, vicar of Mited. Menta te to Frances Pitt, ie auahan: of the 
r. Serjeant Andrews. 

CRAFTER—ALLEN--On May 4, at Stone church, Kent, syne the _ Arch- 


deacon King, assisted by the Rev. E. T. Butler, George Crafte! Baa» ot 

10 Doughty-street, London, to Mary Anne, second daughter of 
Allen, Esq., of Court-lodge, Stone. 

GARDINER--HUNTER—On May 8, at St. George’s, Bloomsbury, by the 
Rev. Francis M‘Carthy, M.A., incumbent of St. a wren wae re, 
Douglas Charles, eldest son of D. C. Gardiner, eg StS 
Tottenham, to Frances Charlotte, only daughter ‘viltins Hunter Hunter, 
of 16 Hart-street, Bloomsbury. 

TAYLOR—TRENCH—On Feb. 22, at Christ's church, Ballarat, by the 7 
John Potter, James Grant Taylor, Esq., J.P., Warden in . ene 
Ararat Gold Fields, to Sophia, only daughter "of Robert Le Po Trench, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Ballarat. 

WILSON—WILSON—On May 12, at the parish church, begged 
the Rev. Harry Wright, SL A., — of Shurdington, @ 
shire, Robert Wilson, Esq., of 3K ing’s-road, Bedford-row, London, and 
Southgate, Middlesex, Solicitor, to Emma Jane, mae Sener st the 


late Isaac Wilson, Esq., of Kendal, Westmorelan 
DEATHS. 
BANNISTER—On May 6, at his residence, 13 John-street, Bedford-row, 
Charles George Bannister, Esq., 62. 
GREGORY—On May 11, at Wax diers’-hall, Mark Henry Gregory, 
Esq., for many years clerk to the Wax Chandlers’ companys + 


HIGSON—On May 9, at Bowdon, Margarette, wife of 
Solicitor, Manchester, and eldest daughter of Samuel Barton, Esq., 


F.R.C.S. 
-square, in her 62né@ 


HUNTER—On May 10, at 16 Hart-street, Bloomsbury: 

year, Catherine Mary, wife of William Hunter, Esq. 
JONES—On May 7, Hubert, the youngest child of Edward Chester Jones, 
n’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law, aged six 


Esq., of years. 
KING—On May 7, at Grove-lodge, Cambridge, David King, Esq., Solicitor, 


nikpart— On May 8, in the 58th Fae of her age, Harriett, the 
beloved wife of John Randall, Esq., of 19 Upper Bedford-place, and 
*s Bench-walk, Temple- 
ROBERTS—On May 11, at Newington-place, Kennington, Harriett, wife of 
bd Edwin Roberts, and. second daughter of B. Smith, Esq., Old Kent- 


a ween 


Bnelaimed Stock in the Bank of Lngland. 


The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within. Three Months :— 

Atstaste, Janz, Widow, Painswick-lawn, Cheltennam, £150 Consols.— 

a a by Epwarp Caryt vee nate - hed by 

ATE, THomas, Druggist, Islington, uced.— Claimed 

Haraior Witsuss, wife of Taomas Wisner, the administratrix. 

Greexwoop, CHartes Grecory, Esq., Kensington, £2,105 Reduced.— 
Claimed by Puttiis Greenwoop, Widow, sole executrix. 

Haxcovunrr, Right Hon. Wittiam Earl, and Rey. Axprjew Hvomes 
Marttnews, Vicar of Stanton Harcourt, Oxon, £200 Consols.—Claimed 
by Frances Mattruews, Widow, administratrix of the Rev. Anpatw 
Hueuss Matruews, who was the survivor. 

Parry, Major Ricuarp, 6 Upper Berkeley-street West, Connanght-square, 

0 per annum Long Annuities.—Claimed by Ricnarp Parry, the 
acting executor. 

Rosser, RicuarD, Esq., Red Lion-square, Sorpmta Barton, Wife of Edmund 
Barton, Gent., Peckham-rye, Surrey, ArcupaLp KicuargD Francis 
Rossgr, Solicitor, New Boswell-court, Lincoln's-inn, and Exwa Rosser 
Barton, a minor, £99 : 5 : 2 Consols.—Claimed by Emma Rosser Bar- 
ToN, now of age, the survivor. 

Sotiy, Ricwarp Horsman, Esq., Great Ormond-street, £10,000 Consels, 
and £4,660 New Three per Cents.—Claimed by Samvust REYNOLDS 
Sotty and AtFaep AinceR, the surviving executors. 


———_>—_— 


Meirs at Raw and Next of Hin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 

Baartterr, Henry Worster, Gent., Prince’s-rd., Lambeth (who died in 
Oct., 1828). Re Bartlett's Estate, Price ». Puttock, V.C. Wood, Last 
Day for Proof, May 21, for next of kin to come in and prove their claims. 
ee, Greoncs Fotry, Gent., 2 Jonathan-st., Vauxhall By in 
Jan. 1858), "Re Howard's Estate, Howart ». Furivall, Stuart. 
Last Day for Proof, June 21, for his next of kin to come in and prove 

their om 3 om 


M'Inryrx, Ropenr, son of the late Robert M‘Intyre, Printer, Miltown of 
, last seen at the Cape of Good Hope in 1843; Isansuta M‘Inrras, 
on ce ‘Derren, Shephard, Lass, Dembartewsire, Boas 

’ or Australia, Apply tod t J. Macsaivew, 6S Dab = 


Van Diemen's 
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Re-cheent, Eineeateh ewin: fer te executors of the late Mrs. Janet 
M'Intyre or Robb, Edinburgh. 

Nicnotson, Eriza, Widow, formerly of 78 St. Thomas-street, Portsmouth, 
afterwards of Green- Southsea, near Portsmouth, afterwards and at 
the time of her death of Cottage-grove, at Southsea (who died on Aug. 
21, 1851), and who was a daughter of Mr. Lawrance Smith, late of 78 St. 
Thomas-street, Portsmouth. Apply to William Pearce, Solicitor, 12 

Ui Portsea. 


a 


FAoney Market. 


CITY, Fripay Evenine. 

The exportation of gold to the continent, which came into 
activity last week, continues, and has become larger in the last 
two days. As no particular cause for this demand has been 
mentioned, it is probable it arises from an inclination in some 
quarters to make investments abroad. It has not led to any 
increase in the demand for discounts either at the Bank or in 
Lombard-street. Money is abundant on the Stock Exchange 
at 2 per cent., and the English funds have sustained very little 
variation during the week. The closing price this afternoon for 
money is 97} to 97} per cent. 

From the Bank of England return for the week ending the 
12th inst., it appears that the amount of notes in circulation is 
£20,379,265, being a decrease of £192,400, and the stock of 
bullion in both departments is £17,797,707, showing a decrease 
of £480,767 when compared with the previous return. 





The Turkish Government propose contracting for a new loan 
of £5,000,000. 

In the House of Commons last night Mr. Headlam obtained, 
without a division, the second reading of his Bill in favour of 
limited liability in banking. All banks of issue are excepted 
from its operation, unless they renounce the privilege of issue. 


A further report of the Special Revenue Committee of the 
Corporation of London states, that within the last ten years 
the following expenditure in improvements has been made, 
namely, in the Cannon-street improvements £550,000, on the 
New Market £450,000, and in the Clerkenwell improvements 
£270,000, and that the entire returns upon this expenditure do 
not at present exceed £9000 a-year. All the ground-rents of 
the Cannon-street improvements remaining unsold will be dis- 
posed of, and the surplus ground in Clerkenwell will be sold in 
diminution of the aggregate debt. 


The annual meeting of the proprietors of the National Pro- 
vincial Bank of England took place yesterday, when the report 
of the directors was adopted, and a bonus of 10 per cent. for 
the year 1857 declared, in addition to dividends at the rate of 
8 per cent. already paid. The chairman, Mr. J. M. Laurie, 
observed that the bank had more than kept up with the general 
prosperity of the country. Since 1848 the dividend has gradu- 
ally increased from 6 to 18 per cent., and the reserve fund from 
£86,930 to £197,380, its present amount. The paid-up capi- 
tal now stands at £600,000, and the subscribed capital at 
£1,500,000. Public confidence in the bank had never for a 
moment been shaken. 


The great extent of the operations of the Crédit Mobilier 
Company makes the late report of the directors a subject of 
much interest. The total amount of the assets of the company 
on the 31st of December last is made £5,664,640, of which the 
cash disposable stands at the moderate figure of about £290 440; 
Government rents at about £408,000; and the very large resi- 
due is in shares, bonds, and other investments. The liabilities 
consist of the capital of the company £2,400,000; accounts 
current, meaning deporite, about £2,742,000; reserve £80,000; 
making, with other heads of charge, abont £5,499,320, and leav- 
ing au amount of profit on the capital for the year 1857 of 
£165,320, being at the rate of nearly 7 per cent. This is ex- 
clusive of interest paid up to the 31st of December, at the rate 
of 5 per cent. 

It has heen stated reproachfully that this re; pe ae every 
thing to the imagination, and has but a si actical point, 
namely, that no dividend can be declared. sonal other points 

of note may, however, be mentioned. The Crédit 


eetadlishinent has onconsstully sustained the monetary 
ctisie of 1857, and it has paid interest. on 
at the rate of 


capital for that year 
5 per cont., and shows further a profit at the rate 








of 7 per cent., which is bby rudently retained to await the results 
of another year. The dividend of profit for the year 1856 was 
about 20 per cent, Of the various undertakings in which the 
company is interested, either as holding shares or anes, hy 
the construction of the net-work of Russian railways is 

in importance. 


7s 


English Funds. 












































ENGLISH FUNDs. Sat. | Mon. Wed. | Thur.| Fri, 
Bank Stock ......++++ 293 2 sei; 3 of 3 at 3| 2224 | 223 
3 per Cent. Red. Ann... 3 958 4,6 
3 per Cent. Cons. Ann.../97 a ! a i al oat 97 
New 3 per Cent. Ann... 92. 9 
New 24 per Cent. Ann..| .. oo os 
5 per Cent. rg gene bys oe oe is 
Long Ann. (e jan. 5, 

1860) pia ies . os = |Mgll-16] ee re: 
Do. poy Mele eel Oct. 10, 

pra tas: seis ial eae 17-16) .. 
* pee (exp.Jan. 5, 14 
GO) cccccccccccns ee oe oe oe ee 
Da, 0 yea (exp.Apr. 5, 
WE) cccsvkitansehe : 18g | 18g 3 i on 
India Stock. ..ccscccces ° ee 224 225} 225 oe 
India Loan Debentures..| 1 1 1004 #} 100} tent 
India Scrip..........++ 1003 §| 1 se 
India Bonds (£1,000) . 205 Sep 2ls24sp| 24s p| .. a 228 p 
Do. (under £1,000)..... | 20s p es 2is24sp} .. 3a 24s p 
= ap (ivoo) Mar. |42s 43sp|40s 43sp|43s 40sp| 40s 43sp|43s44sp} .. 
June. 37s p |37s40sp| 37s p | 40s p |40s41sp| 40s p 
Esch} Bills age By Mar.| .. oe oe a 44s pp} .. 
Ditto Jun ee oe 37s p| .. |87840sp) .. 
Exch. Bills (Small)Mar. oe ee 40s44sp} 41s p 
Ditto June} 40s p oo 40s p eo 37840sp| 40s p 
Do. (Advertised) .. oe oe ee ee oo oe. 
Exch. Bonds, 1858, 3} 
per Cent. ...ccecee oe oe oe or 
Exch. Bonds, 1859, 3} 
A Ee «a 100% 14) 1013) .. 103} 
Railway Stock 
RalLway¥s. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur.) Fri. 
Birk. Lan. & Ch. Junc..| .. 72 oe os eo ‘e 
Bristol and Exeter ....| .«. 91 se ee 91 . 
Caledonian............ 854 6 | 85 4 5) 849 43/8495 49) 85h 5 | 842 5 
Chester and Holyhead oe 5 ee o 7 
East BBR oasecscces oe oe te 164 lq}... ay 
Eastern Counties ...... 61g § | G14 1f} 6OF 1 él 604 61g 1 | 613 3 
Eastern Union A. Stock.) .. eo oe oe ee 
Ditto B. Stock aoa An 7 si -. | | 89h 2 
East Lancashire ...... os oo oe oe 
Edinburgh and Glasgow| .. ad 634 §| .- 634 Se 
Edin. Perth, and Dundee! .. 28 26 ee oe o 
Glasgow & South-Westn.| .. om ge ae be vs 
Great Northern ...... 1034 | 1034 [1035 25) 103 se 104 4 
Ditto A. Stock ....) .. oe ee oe 90 90 
Ditto rie P ee om , ‘i ‘ oe 1084 os 
Gt. South West. (ire. pa 103 6 i “a 
Great Western ........ 56g sok alse y Host 4 55 § [55 49% 
Do. Stour Vly. G. Stk.) 5 oe ee oe +s 
Lancashire & Yorkshire! 92 4 of Ah 914 1 «* oe 914 3 
Lon. Brighton & 8. Coast} 107 on 1 107 10 
London & North-Wstrn..| 94} 4 on 94 4 }| 94 94 934 4 
London & South-Westrn. 64] 9 96 95 9 
Man, Sheff. & Lincoln..| .. 37. ah -. [38998 
SNE co ccc nciresken o4j'g 1] 935 38 4/9354 44; 99k |. 
Ditto Birm. & Derby é< 66 6 be ee ee 
WMI. ences coaied does Mg & =e .. | 64] .. 
North British ........ Sig | 508 604 ae = bot 50} 
North-Eastern (Brwck.)| 94 934 4 | 933 4 | 92 93 
Ditto Leeds ...... ss 484 8 | 48 +4 ‘ } 48 
Ditto York ........ 164 ++ (76 5 5\74B 5 4 74 
North London ....++.+ oe oe oe oo oe o 
Oxford, Wore. & Wolver.| 314 oe oe ee . oe 
Scottish Central ..... i ee oe oe oe - 
Scot. N.E. Aberdeen Stk. ee +e oe a . 
Do. Scoteh. Mid. Stk.) .. eo 82 oe oe 
Shropshire Union.,....| «+ ee 45 45 oo - 
69} 70| 69 i 69 be ‘ 
éo a oe 824 83 
101 100 oe o - 








insurance Companies, 
Equity And LAW. sscseceesseccsqpevees 
English and Scottish won Life... 
BOW FO cbcccccendesonsecsces 





General TMi ii0 5 0, sovboved Witiiesté 


Medical, Legal, and General..+:sssesssseeeeeseees 
Solicitors’ and General CT Re Tee ean ee ten eeterane 
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Rondon Gagettes. 


Commissioners to administer Oaths in Chancery. 
TuEspay, May 11, 1858. 


Austin, Caartes AppincTon, Gent., Luton, Beds.—Aprii 30. 

FRANKISH, SAMUEL age Gent,, 11 New Palace-yard, ‘Westminster ; 
for London.—Jan. 23. . 

Haz, Joan, Gent., Farnworth, Lancashire.—May 4. 

a Baxse, Gent., 14 Parliament-st., Westminster ; for London.— 
April 

Woopsrince, THomas Antuony, Gent., High-st., New Brentford; for 


London.— April 28. 
Bankrupts. 
Tuespay, May 11, 1858. 

ATKINSON, Hensy Witt14m, & Tuomas Witu1aM Kina, Builders, Suther- 
land-gardens, Maida Vale, Paddington. Com. Evans: May 20, at 11.30; 
and June 24, at 12; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Bell. Sols. Lawrance, Plews, 
& a Old Jewry-chambers. Pei. May 10. 

BEILBY, ar kis Farmer, Dowry, Saddleworth, be ae a May 21, and 
June ii, at 1; Manchester. Of. Ass. Hernaman. 7. Gartside, "Ash- 
ton-under-Lyne. Pet..May 8. 

BIGGS, Wauatan, jun., Cutler, Broadway, Stratford, Essex. Com. Fane: 
May 19, at 11.30; and June 25, at 1; -st. Off. Ass. Whit- 
more. Sols. Bell, Cowdell, & Bo: ce, 20 Abchurch-lane. Pet. May 7. 

FLOOD, MicwakL, Boot & Shoe er, Liverpool. Com. Perry: May 31, 
and June "a at 12; Liverpool. Off. Ass. Cazenove. Sols. Bardswell, 
am & Bardswell, Royal Bank-bldgs., Dale-st., Liverpool. Pet. 


iy 

LUMSDON, James, & Witttam Lumspon, Chain & Anchor Manufacturers, 
South Shields (Edward Lumsdon & Son). Com. Ellison: May 21, and 
June 30, at 12; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Of. Ass. Baker. 
Sols. Chator, Arnott, & Chator, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Pet. April 26. 

ag ge Joan CLARKE, Innkeeper, Hereford. Com. Balguy: May 29, 

and June 12, at 11.30; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Kinnear. Sols. Boden- 

ham & James, Hereford ; or Hodgson & Alien, Birmingham. Pet. May 3. 

ROOK, Tuomas, Contractor, Gibraltar-walk, Bethnal-green, and Victoria- 
wharf, Earl-st., Blackfriars. Com. Goulburn : May 24, at 12; and June 
28, tg is , Bae Basinghall-st Off. Ass. Nicholson. Sol. Riches, 34 Coleman- 
st. yl 

RUNCHMAN, SAMUEL Joun, Corn Dealer, 66 Paradise-st., Rotherhithe. 
Com. Evans : May 25, at 11; and June 24, at 1; Basing! hali-st. . Ass. 
Johnson. Sols. Hawks & Willmott, 82 High-st., hecuwark Pet. May 10. 

SEATON, Ricwarp, Draper, late of Birmingham, now a debtor in War- 
wick Gaol. Bh mo Balguy: May 27, and June 11, at 11.30; Birmingham. 
j\ ag ene Sols. Barnett & Marlow, Walsall ; or Hodgson & 

Birmi ae ll Pet. April 26. 

TOLLIT, ‘aun Livery Stable Keeper, Yiewsley, Hillingdon, and Ux- 
bridge. Com, Doan bay May 25, at 2; and June 25, at 11; 
st. oF Ass. Edwards, 


WALELER, Witttam, Broadway, Worcestershire, and RichanpD WHEELER, 

Evesham, Worcestershire, Corn Merchants. Com. Balguy: May 29, and 

i 12, at 11.30; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Kinnear. Sol. Brown, Water- 
ham. Pet, May 8. 


Sol. Fryer, 2 Gray’s-inn-pl., Gray’ 's-inn. Pet. 


WILLS. "James XANDER, Sailer, Birmingham. Com. Balguy: May 
ih at 10; and June 11, at 11.30; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Whitmore. 
Sol. East, Birmingham. Pet. May 7. 


Fripay, May 14, 1858. 
BARWICK, Epwin, Printer, Market-place, Snaith, Yorkshire. ane Ayrton: 
June 1, at 11,30 ; and June 29, ?—- Commercial- bi Leeds. Off. Ass. 
yop eee Selby, t., London; or Bond “Barwick, Leeds. 


y 8 

BUXTON, Joun, Grocer, Brassington, Derby. Com. Balguy: June 1 & 
22, at 10.30; Shirehall, Nottingham. Of. Ass. Harris. Sols. Dunni- 

cliffe, Derb: TN 3 or James & Knight, Birmingham. et. April 30. 
CONSTANT NIDI, Micaete, Rematninon ean also coring on 
pene a t Constantinople, in yg with Constantino Meha- 
& George Mehanezoglu ( Mehanezoglu & Sons). June 4 & 
aye gee ter. Off. Ass. Hernaman, Sols. Sale, Worthington, 

& Shipman, Fountain-st., Manchester. Pet. May 12. 

DUNHAM, Sean, Licensed Victualler, Doctor Johnson's Tavern, Bolt-ct., 
Fleet-st. . Goulburn: May 31, at 1; and June 28, at 12; Basing- 
eens Of. Ass, Nicholson. Sols. Forbes & Horwood, 8 Warnford-ct., 


BE orton-st. Pet, May 10. 
be egg = Grocer, 63 Charlotte-ter., New-cut, Lambeth. Com. 
blanque: June J, at 12.30; June 25, at 12; -st. Of. Ass. 
aeon Sols, Hill & Matthows, St. Mary-axe. Pet, May 8. 
GOODCHILD, Avousrus Tuomas (trading as Thomas Goethe, Iron- 
monger, 54 Three Colt-street, Limeh Com, Goult : May 24, at 
2; and —_ vole) at 1; RLS cag vd oh Ass. Nicholson. Sot. Mur- 


Semi ak Petr 
H T, Manna, Parchment Y=. Al Caversham, Oxon, Com. 
mee: May 25, at 1; and June 24, My 2; Basinghall-st. Og. Ass John- 
. Sols. Lawrance, Plews, & 1, Old: Jewry-chambers. Pet. May 13. 
ONES, Jonn, Stationer, 18 . Com, Fonblanque: June 2, at 
12.30; and June ne 2 at 1; oy mages Of. Ass, Graham, Sol. Noal, 

Pinner’s-hall Old Broad-st, Pet, May | 
OWEN, Henry Moors, Wine Merchant, ase of White Hart-ct., Lombari- 
alee bee ge wee vt rd, ponertes et Fane: 7 he 11,30; and 
. ; $s, Cannan, vens, 6 n= 
— Of. , Queen 


st. Pet, May 12. 
SEDDON, fous, Shipwright, Live Com. Stevenson: June 4 & 25, 
at yg Liver. 0 Of. Ass. Bird aan) Duke, 7 Church-alley, Liverpool. 


. 

' wT dws Gray, Miller and Ship Owner, North Shields. Cm. 

Ellison : > 2, at 12; yy ACG at 1; Royal-arcade, Newoastle-upon- 

‘Tyne. Of, Aes. Baker. & Harle, Wellington-pl., Pilgrim- 
st. Newenstienupen- Tyne. P Pet. Mey 





WYETT, Kuzan, Miller 4 rib, Com, Fane: May 28 and 
bd at 11,80; sat, os Sols, Sole, Turner, 
May 8. » 68 i or I Bugg, Norwich, Pe. 





BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Torspax, May 11, 1858. i 
. JoLuirte, James Epwin Hupson, Chemist, Bindon-pl., Bristol. April 26. 


Famay, May 14, 1858. 


BraxLanD, Taomas, Grocer, 20 High-st., Maidstone.—April 12. + 
Scuwabe, Henry, Merchant and Ship Owner, Liverpool and London.— 
May Il. 
MEETINGS. 


Tousspay, May 11, 1858. 


Bevan, CHARLES STANLEY, & Cuartes Sovraexn Bevan (Charles Bevan 
& Son), Bookbinders, Street’ a Chapel-st., Grosvenor-sq. Die. 
June 4, at 12; all-st. Com. Hi 

Bors, GEorGE, "Builder, Park-st., et ng Middlesex. June maf at 11; Ba- 
singhall-st. ; to decide upon accepting or refusing the offer of 
tion made at a meeting held at the Guildhall Coffee-house, May 10. 

Cross, CurisTorpHer, Cotton Manufacturer, New Town Mill, 

Eaves, Lancashire. Div. June 1, at 12; Manchester. Com. 

Darron, Leonarp, Stone Merchant, Canal-bridge, Old Kent-rd. Die. 
June 1, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. 

Doty, Joun ‘Varxitur, Chemist, Market Rasen, Lincolnshire. Dir. 
June 2, at 12; Town-hall, Kingston-upon-Hull. Com. Ayrton. 

GREEN, Taomas Joun, Provision Merchant, 20 Mark-lane. Dir. June 1, 
at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 

GREENWOOD, Joun, Chemist, Dewsbury, Yorkshire. Div. June 15, at 12; 
Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. West. 

Kiss, Joun, Baker, ‘Dunchureh, Warwickshire. Last ex. (previously adj. 
sine die) May 21, at 10; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. 

Lorp, Witt1am, Cotton Manufacturer, Cuerden-ter., and Lane- 4 
Habergham Eaves, Lancashire. Div. June 4, at 11 ; Manchester. 
Skirrow. 


Painter, WittiaM Epwarp, Printer, 342 Strand. Die. June 3, at 11; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 

Snerwoop, Joun, Watch Maker, Faversham and Sittingbourne, Kent. 
Div, Jane 3, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 

Santry, Jonny, Warehouseman, 2 Bow-churchyard. Div. Fune 3, at 12.30; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn 

Srevens, Francis, Currier, Ear!’s Burton, Northamptonshire. Die. June 
1, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 

Wess, THomson, Cheesemonger, 3 Park-ter., Camden-town. Die. June 3, 
at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans, 


Frupay, May 14, 1858. 


Barser, Joun, & Freperick Rosenaver, General Merchants, | Hammond- 
f&ct., Mincing-lane. Div. June 8, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 
Barpcett, Wi11aM, & Joun Prcarp, Corn Factors, Mark- 
Mark-lane, and Old Corn Exchange. Div. joint est. and sep. est. W. Bard- 
gett, June 7, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. 

Barrers, Grorce, Stock and Share Broker, 26 Throgmorton-st. Die. June 
4, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

BEARDSHAW, Henry, Stock and Share Broker, 6 Bank-chambers, Lothbury. 
Div. June 4, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

CAMPLING, WituaM, & Samven Browns, Shoe Manufacturers, Norwich. 
Div. Jane 8, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 

Curry, HENRY JouN, Linen Draper, Farnham, Surrey. Die. June 5, at 

1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

Hat, Joan (John & Joseph Hair), Ship and Insurance Broker, Neweastle- 
upon-Tyne. Final Div. June 8, at 12; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. Com. Ellison. 

Harnis, Samvet, & Isaac Gaspari Costa, Wholesale Clothiers, 10 Com- 
—. Whitechapel. ast Zr. May 25, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. 
Com. Evans. 

HorsFatt, Wit1aM, Cotton Spinner, Lobbmill, Langfield, Halifax. 

Ex. (previously adjourned sine die) June 15, at 12; Comeahl lene 
Leeds. Com. Ayrton. 

Hueuss, Ann, Lodging House —_ 23 Northumberland-st., Strand, and 
13a Cannon-row, Westminster. Last Ex. (oy edj. from April 27) May 26, 
at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fon! 

Kasynes, Witiam, & Toomas Cusst ieulen, Auctioneers, Salisbury. Die. 
June 5, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

Kniert, *Joun Perer, Hop and Seed Merchant and Brewer, Hidernia- 
chambers, Southwark, and Kent Brewery, York-st., Pentonville. Die, 
June 7, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. 

MARTIN, Freperick Wititam, Tobacconist, now living at 131 Fleet-st., late 
ef 25 Ludgate-st. Last Bx. May 25, at 1; Com. Goulbara. 

Muiincgn, Cuarces, Umbrella and Parasol Manufacturer, 22 Fore-st. Die. 
June 7, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. 

SEVENSTER, Stue Jans, Merchant, 72 Mark-lane. Die. June 4, at 12.30; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

Saurra, WiLtiaM, Grocer, Bolton-le-Moors, Lancashire. Die. June 10, at 
12; Manchester. Com. Skirrow. 

Turner, Cartes, Ironmonger, Walthamstow, Essex. Last Be. & Div. 

June 8, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 


DIVIDENDS. 
Tusspay, May 11, 1858. 


Banks, Faxpertck Lawson, & Tomas Dawson, Common Brewers, 
a. First,"1s, Td. Brewin, 11 St, James’s-st., Sheitield ; any Tuee- 
y, 11 to 2 
Binenam, Ricuarp Frank, Confectioner, Ni 3s. Gd. 
Harris, Midle-pavement,” Nottingham ? May If, or three hillowing 
vs, LL to 3 
vi ok First, ls, Morgan, 10 Cook-st., Liverpool ; any Wednes- 
y, U tod 
AL, Joun, School r, Altrincham, a 2s. Org. Hernamen, 
- Princess-st., \eecbeeen? any Tuesday, 10 tot 
Rew, James, Tailor, Live mee As, Sa, Bord, 9 South Castle-st., 
Liverpool; any Monday, 11 to 2 
Ropears, Jou, » Taunton, ‘First, Ts, Gd, Hirézel, Queen-st., Exeter; 
any or Friday, Ni ted 
yy) Henay Hravacors, Attorney-at-Law, heeeuae. First, Qj. 


9 South Castle-st, Mee “Shee 
Waace, Joun, “Shama,” Fined, 0d drewia, 1 
; any Tuesday, Lei ~ 








an om aay Seno 




















Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-e- any Wednesday, {1 to 


Easton, Jonny, Clapham-rd.-pl Gtaphan-ra Second, 2}d. 
Cannan, 18 ; yee Monday, 11 to 
Faewworta, Natsan, Chemist and 


Charter. First, 2s. 99d. 
; any Tuesday, 11 to 1. 

First, 6s. 11$d. Fraser, 45 
eet, 113d. Herna- 
Islington. First, 


to 3. 
Cheapside, and 
Pst lid Gunaan ip Alder- 


Guertr, Georcr, Cabinet Maker, 


3 an Tuesday, 11 to 1. 





Monday, 11 to 3. 
late of 56 Lothbury, now of 36 Basinghall-st. 
1s. 5§d. Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-st.; any Wednesday, ‘= 3. 


igs B, 
Sampson, sen., & Sampson LANGDALE, jun., Corn ers, 
Stockton-upon-Tees, and Yarm. Fourth and Final, yd. joint est (in 


to Is, 3d. previously declared) ; fg em vvatbngh teal weed 
§. Langdale, jun. Baker, Royal- 


MarsHa.t, Jony, Underwriter, First, 7s..6d. Cannan, 18 Al- 
ary ray , 11 to 3. 
om. © Wiouam ¥ Boon, Silversmiths, 


x em, Raenenr, 37 Waterloo-st., Birmingham ; an: > Thi 


eT Ty Great 
2 Basinghall 

Watton, Gzanvitte Scott, Pecter, Woverkempien. First, in lida. Kin- 

near, 37 Waterloo-st., Birmingham ; any Thursday, 11 to 3. 
CERTIFICATES, 
To be attowzn, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
Turspay, May 11, 1858. 

Barpeerr, Wit11aM, & Jonn Picarp, Corn Factors, Mark-lane-chambers, 
Mark-lane, also of the Old Corn Exchange. June 3, at 11.30; Basing- 

re Wuazam, Draper, Eastbourne, Sussex. June 4, at 12; 


Bisuor, Matraew Epwin, & Epwarp Suerrarp Gisstnc, Wholesale 
76 Cannon-st. West. em yy be 12; Basinghall-st. 

, Rosert, & Joux Brow, Corn and Coal Merchants, Great Grimsby. 

June 9, at 12; Town-hall, Kingston- Hall. 
. dune 3, at 12; Royal- 


Baown, Geonce Joun, Ship Chandler, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Cian, Gzorce, Builder, Holbeach, Lincolnshire. July 6, at 10.30; Shire- 
hall, Nottingham. 
Coox, Gzorce eo & Joux Epwarp Gnrirrim, Auctioneers, Col- 
chester, Essex, and Stratford St. Mary, Suffolk, June |, at 11.30; Ba- 


Caomrron, Witt14M, Licensed Victualler, Kingston-upon-Hull. June 9, at 
12; Town-hall, Kingston-upon-Hull. 
Samvet, Veterinary Surgeon, Stamford. June 1, at 10.30; Shire- 


Sail » Barking, Essex. June 1, at 12; Basinghall-st. 
Froccarr, Tuomas, & Wu114M Froecatr, Cotton inners, Copster- 
within Oldham, : t Facoaurs, Cutten dpinns 
Mill, Eling, near Southampton. Jane 1, 
Samvuet Tauzor, I Kingston-upon-Hull. June 23, at 12; 
Kingston-upon-H: 
alte, teotier, Lenker Gieardiont/Gntitinwias, Gxdaetiond. 
Royal- Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Brewer, Fratton-path and Chandos-st., Portees, South- 
ampton. June 2, at 2; 
Lace, Sreruzn, Liverpool. June 3, at 11; Li . 
ee nee mis Licrepel._ Jame 8, ob 11s Liverped. 
> pan apaaae tons Snow-hill. June 2, at 12; Ba- 
Moses, Josur, Manufacturing Clothier, 2 ewnham-st., Tenter-ground, 
Goodman’s-fields. June 2, at 1; M 
Momz, Rozsszt, Dentist, Whitby. June 15, at 12; Commercial-bidgs., 
Pusmx, Cusntzs, Common Brewer, Ruabon, Denbighshire. June 2, at 12; 
Regus, Wassan, Soltier, Newton Bushell, Devon. June 3, at 1; Queen- 
Sapioen, Motrien Sema, Rasioes, East Dereham, Norfolk. June 3, at 2; 
+ Sampson (Jackson & Shelley), Power Loom Cloth Manufacturer, 
. June 2, st 12; Manchester. . 
fionrnw arts, Wattan, Baker, Barking, Essex. June 1, at 11; Basing- 
tap Jens, Licensst Victualler, 16 U Pimlico, te 
+ Clare- market. Ay w-oyiy ingl roeng 


Wise Jaa (in, eo, & Co.), Seip Chandler, Liverpool. June 


, Wo 
June 2, at 11; Bop 


Fatwat, May 14, 1458. 
ADdotruvs, Printsciler, Beanfort-bidgs., Strand. June 4, at 1; 
entre Licensed Victualler, Horns-Tavern, Kennington. 
and Share Broker, 6 speeds, 


pager ay Feat Sait) Deeohell-et wail; 





+ Chandler Liverpool. June 4, at Pe egy... 


Morais, Henny, Iron Merchant, Park-lane, Ti Tipton. June 


mingham. 
Puaituips, Joun, Wood Turner, Bridge-st. West, Summer-lane, Birmingham, 
June 7, at 10; Birmingham. 


Rowe, Joun THOMAS, Merchant, now of Liverpool, eer of Chariotte- 
town, Prince Edward’s Island. June 4, at 12; vin tdverpast 

ToMKINSON, RicHaRD CYPLEs, jun., ioner, . Tune li, at 
10; Birmingham. 

Wiixins, Henry Roser, Draper, Westbromwich. June 11, at 10; Bir- 
mingham, 





To be DELIVERED, unless AppEaL be duly entered. 
TurspaY, May 11, 1858. 
Bapuam, Joun, Builder, late of Hillingdon, now of Ruislip. May 5, 3rd 


class. 

Barber, James, Upholsterer, Chichester. May 4, 2nd class; after a sus- 
pension of 9mos_ . 

Brown, Epwarp, Common Brewer, Ditton, near Warrington. May 6, 2nd 


class. 
mare Joun, & James Tuompson, Ironmasters, Bilston. May 7, 2nd 


CorrEeRELL, James, Soap Boiler and Tallow Chandler, Lowestoft. May 4, 
2nd class; after a suspension of 4 mos. 
| Groncr, by and Cord Manufacturer, Nottingham. 
Ma: class. 
--y Jom, Coal Merchant, Weymouth and Melcombe Regis. May 5, 


ag -v une Manette, fess jun., & James Botiter, Corn and Coal Merchants 
en ry 4, ist 
HawkesrorD, Dovey, Jor JOHN Hawxesrorp, Screw Manufacturers (Mid- 
land Foundry and Screw Company), Bilston. May 10, 2nd class. 
Hutt, Bensamin, Licensed Victualler, Wolverham «May a class. 
Hopperton, Writ1aM, Laceman, 132 & 142 Oxford st. May 5 class. 
, Mantin, Lace Manufacturer, Nottingham. May 4, ’nd 
NELSON, Tames, Cotton , Oldham. May 4, 3rd class. 
Fmt James, Silk Dyer, Macclesfield. May 3, 3rd class. 
Reprery, Henry, Plumber, Nottingham. May 4, 2nd class. 
Ross, Tuomas, Sail Maker, West Hartlepool. May 7, 2nd class. 
Smiraer, Rosert, Miller, ‘Winchester, May 5, 2nd class. 
Waeats, Coanres, Woollen Draper, Lowestoft. April 28, 3rd class. 


Farpar, May 14, 1858, 
Barker, Wrt1iam, Earthenware Manufacturer, Longton, Staffordshire. 


May 7, 2nd class. 
Bew, Joun, Wholesale Manchester. May 7, 2nd class. 
Cross-st., and 5 Cireus, 


Bittines, Wiit14M, Bonnet Shape Maker, 54 Red 
Blackfriars-rd. May 7, 2nd class. 
Bontort, orig Bookseller, Boston. May 11, 3rd class, after @ sus- 
3 


pension until Aug. 19- 
my be mn Pianoforte Manufacturer, 118 Upper-st., Islington. 
y st cl 
Durty, Rionmarp, Market Gardener, Barbourne, Claines, Worcestershire. 
May 7, 3rd class. 
EpwAnps, Tuomas, Iron Founder, Grosvenor-st., Birmingham. May 7, 2nd 


Lams, ‘Tuomas, Grocer, Manchester. May 7, 3rd class. 
Sameen, Cesena. re F 


SCRIVENS, we A. a 


ry Bs Titpen, James Hitper, Grorce 
Bankers, Hastings. alte bers 7, Tilden Smith 2nd class. 
Ween, Tuomas, Licensed Victualler, Dariaston, Staffordshire, May 7, 2nd 


e 
Professional Partnership Mrssolved, 
Turspay, May 11, 1858. 


ee Caption 0 Sakcbas, wroteon By matual 


edsea Tae Daienss Was US. ceeitey 28, Oy Sy coma 
as from that date. 
Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
TuxrspaY, May 11, 1808, 


Witu1am, Jewelier, Yorkshire. April 29. G. Carter, Factor 
Birmingham’ G Woet, of same place and trade to execute 
before June 30. Indenture lies at warehouse of G. , 44 Ann-st., 

Cowanp Massie Bont ie Get Sstnee, Lieaet 19. 

GE. Halt, 183 Grove-st., Liverpool. 

June 30, Sol, y, 22 North John-st., Lverpook. 
Suffolk. Leet 90 Pras pace, Gam, By 8 Baan 8 
le A , 
atkins, Agent, Sol. Steward, 


Ww Land 
Tiepeees, Tete, Se Soro “Rheffleld. 3. Prustecs, R. Hull, 
Agent to Isaac Jenks, Ironmaster, ), Sheffield ; J. 
Sheffield. J. Welln, Steel Fle ee 


ee. 
April 15, 


» Sheffield. 
oer cee gamer 
chant, Pipaane Credo Lewis, Tea Mer- 
teases ie cseele ia. Sol, Gardiner, 
Saipan sac, Wee 
LF - 


7. April 15. 
+ 
How, Jou, Grocer, Badwell Ash, Suffolk, April 16, Trustee, 0. Me : 


i 
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; T. Ridley, Grocey, Bury St. Edmunds. Inden- 
Ipswich. 


tre Ha a oie Ns: Pearce 


Boot and Shoe Maker, Liverpool, 19. Trustee, G. 
— 183 ee a Liverpoo) ol to execute be- 


es due ~ Sol. Ry Hg pie 


Fo. gly 
the G April 19. Trustee, 
os Sonn Winstan Salt Manufacturer, W Went boter, & Resnionet Creditors 
4 snamene bee ay Sol. Roper, St. Peatecheubers, Node 


st., Bristol. 
N » Jonmrn, Cheosemengst, 191 


April 20 
J. W. rohan 10 Pid Jane ; 


52 Mee Mare tane, to execute before Jul 
igi Ber Poste Peckham «8 Serjeantant, 4 
Hu, Hatter, Crt, Liverpool, April 15. 


Mee 1G Shorp, Old B Woolley, Wood-st., Warehousemen. 
ig yg ely nme ec / 


Pam, See LAWRENCE, Draper, gh April 28. Trustees, 
J. Warehouseman, J. Jones, Draper, 2) 78, ne 
road, Sols. Mison & Sark, 7 ee a ae 
Warp, WiLLiaM Jounson, Grocer, Boston. May 4 
. Wholesale Grocer; T. Small, G: pecan, Cee of Boston, 
to execute before July 5. Sol. Bean, Boston 


Fripay, May 14, 1858. 

Anpnrew, Jabez Hewny, Packing Case and Box Manufacturer, 4 Sarah’s-pl., 
Saint James-st., Hatcham, Surrey April14 Trustees, H. Cater, Boiler Manu- 
facturer, Grove, Great Guildford-st., Souhthwark; T. Freeman, Timber 
Me Bermondsey Creditors to execute before July 15. Sols. 


rd., 
Ingle & Goody, Hibernia-chambers, Wellinzton-st., Southwark. 
Trustees, R. R. 


usec, J. 
oreditors 


BLaKEY, RicHagD, Draper, Redcar, Yorkshire. April 17. 
Back, Manufac } Sr See, Saar agLteilitars to 
execute before July 17. Sol. Gill, ey upon- 


Cranks, Taomas wey = 
Mary, Lincolnshire. 23. Mat diiler Gainey, 
Lincolnshire; E. D. sition, Accountant, Sutton- 


General Agent, 
Sol. Devolidn 6 tarhengo-alley, Mer North 
ie 17. Trustees, J. T. Stuttard, 


to exeoute on ro os June 1, 
Bas, Grirrrma, Draper, Cardiff. 


R. Udall, Warehouseman, Man- 
st. 


Creditors to execute before July 30. Sols, Ambury & Gwynn, 5 Clare- 


#t., Bristol. 
Hawxins, Tuomas SuiNcsBY, Corn Dealer, -rd. April 23. Trustees, 
W. Rayment, Baker, oncom. pose ng ; M oh Widow, 
, Creditors to execute before May 24. Sol. Haynes, 25 Orechard- 


eae tien 
micagam, poh Holbeach, Lincolnshire. April 20. Trustee, 
J. Vergy, Former olbeach, Creditors to execute before July 21. Soi. 


. ROBERT, Linen Deeper, Birmingham. April 19. Trustees, C. 
Samuel, Tailor, Ludgate-hill; G. Andrews, Warehouseman, Friday-st. 
A. Webster, Warehouseman, St. Paul’s-churchyard. Sols. Reed, tne 


in 


ford, & Marsden, 59 aay , Cheapside 
Yaupen, James, Mealman, Hartley-row, Hartley Wintney, Southampton. 
April 28. Trustees, W. F. Smith, Grocer, Basingstoke ; H. Jesse, Corn 


Dealer, Basingstoke. Creditors to execute before July 29. Sols. Prickett 
& King, Basingstoke. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Tuespay, May 11, 1858. 
Beut, Joun Browwe, Esq., 28 Craven-st., Strand, and Sussex Villa, Ken- 
sington or aa in Aug., 1855). Bell v, Clarke, M.R. ast Day for 


Burongr, Gores, Yeoman, an Insolvent, Burchit Farm, Wishorough- 
M. R. Day for Proof, June 3, for incumbrancers on parcels 


for 
isborough-green and Amberley, Sussex. 
Spirit Merchant, egy Wilts (who died 


. Cooper, V. C. Stuart, Day for Proof, 


wiiaM SamMugt Draxs, Tobacconist, 10a 
New Bond-st (who died in Jan., 1858). Re Drake's estate, Jonas . 


, June 7, 
Lodge, Berks, 


E 
i 
ct 


2. 
ny Ta Gent., formerly » Whitechapel, late of 
— u , Essex (who died gu pa). Me ie Marshall, 


. Last Day for 
9 , Ti We Kent 
a: fam Jam, ie sobridge ells, (who died in April, 1857). 


M.R. Last Proof, J 
Pearson, Henry, Brierley-hill, tl, Rlngewitd, 8 Staiishire (who died in 
tay, i867), Duce ». Last Day for ; 
Penner, Witttam, Shopman, St. Paul’s-churchyard (who died in October, 
A857). Perret vy. Cannan, V. C. Wood. Last Dap for Prov, Sena, oe 


Gi oulenen-anbiee ak in bankruptoy issued 
—_hme 1828). 


Perry o. tli gh Sor Proof, June 
Sanarr, h 
ry ¥ 8 a tat Bap mz eon Feb, 1857 
Fainar, Afay 14, 1858, 
Asxew, 


Many, Spinster, Harrington Harbour, Cumberland (who died in 
. Th V. ©. Wood. Last 


Be , HENRY Worster, Gent., Princes-rd., Lambeth (who died in Oct., 
Re Price’s Estate, Price v. Puttock, ¥.C. Wood. Last Day 

P vg ot May 21. 

Batriey, RicHarp, Esq., Reigate iphe poten ~_ 4, 1856). Re Battley, 


Y. C. Kindersiey. i ually. 
Capner, CaRoLine, Widow, Stroud, G (who died in July, 
1857), Re C. Capner’s Estate, Capner gv. pascal A Last Day 


Sor > June 10. 
CaPpNeER, <OCH, Wine Merchant, Stroud, Gloucestershire (who died in 
May.’ 1857). Re E.  Capner's Estate, Capner v. Greenman, M. R. Last Day 
for Proof, June | 

Howiyen, ae ng Jostan, New Steyne Hotel, Brighton (who died in 
Jan., 1857). Re ao Taylor v. Hollyer, V. C. Stuart. 

Day for Proof, June 1 

HowarpD, GrorGe R=. Gent., 2 Jonathan-st., Vauxhall (who died in 


Jan., e... 

‘Last Day Sor Proof, Tune 21. 

Puen, Pals Widow, Bow Common-lane, a si (who died on Dec. 3, 
1856). Re Pugh’s Estate, Pugh v. Pugh, V. C. Stuart. Zast Day for 
Proof, June 12. 

RawstHorn, Jonnx, Rye-hill, Haslingden (who died in —_ 1857). Kay 
v. Rawsthorn, V. C. Stu 


st., Kingsland, now of Northumberland House, Stoke Newington, a per- 
son of unsound mind. Creditors are forthwith to come in and prove 
their debts before the Masters in Lunacy, at their office, 45 Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields. 
Sparkes, Jonn, Esq., Gosden, Shalford, Surrey ( who died in Mar., 1855). 
Sparkes v. Winkworth, V. C. Wood. Last Day for Proof, May 31. 
Warersouse, Joun, Lindley, Huddersfield (who died in June, 1825). 
Roberts v. Waterhouse, V. C. Stuart. yan not June 14. 
Witpzore, Roserr, Clerk, Kilmarnock, Ayrshire, Beeston, 
Notts (who died on May 8, 1852). Wildbore v. ona, ¥v. C. Wood. 
Last Day for Proof, Jane 1. 
GHinding-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Untiirep, in Caancery.—Tvespay, May 11, 1858. 
Nationat Parent Steam Fuser Company.—V. C. eet has appointed 
Mr. George Harvey fied 10 Old Jewry-chambers, Official Manager. 
Prorestant Lire & Fine Insczance Association.—V. C. Kindersley has 
appointed Henry Cha teris, 26 Milk-st., Cuopice: 3 Accountant, Official 
Manager of this Association, the stead of Alfred Ainger, who has 
resig: 


EF 





Tripay, May 14, 1858. 
East Dean Coat anp Igon Mixine Company.—V. C. Kindersley, on May 
40, appointed William Goodchap, Walbrook-house, Walbrook, Account- 


ant, Official Manager of this Company. 
Liversepes Iron Companx.—A Petition for the dissolution and winding- 
up of this Company was, on April a4 poms to the Master of the 


Rolls, by William Gray, which will be heard before his Honour on May 
24. Dawe & Sone, Selcitons tor the Betitinnars: Amgetoanste Thregmer- 
ton-street. 

Lonpon and Eastern Banxixe Cornporation.—V. C. Wood has perempto- 
rily ordered a call of £50 per share to be made on all the contributories 
of this Corporation settled on the list of contributories, class A; and to 
Rp poll an ar taies May Sto Be. John Ball, one of the Official Mana- 
gers, at his office, 57 Coleman-street. 

National Parent Sream Fuser Company.—All parties claiming to be Cre- 
diters are to come in and prove their debts before V. C, Kindersley, at his 
chambers. 

PapiuaM Corton Leacus Company. A Petition for the dissolution and 
winding-up OS ee y was, on May gD nn gto F 
Chancellor, by Samuel Marshall Bulley, iliam Winter Raffles, 
Cotton Brokers, Liverpool, which will be before V. C. Kindersley, on 
June 4. Chester, Toulmin, & Chester, Staple-inn, London. Agents for H. 
A. Ewer, Liverpool, Solicitor for the Petiti 


Scotch DPequestrations. 
Tusspay, May 11, 1858. 
Draper, Peter Cowrsson, Macduff. May 21, at 12; Fife Arms-hotel, 


Banff. Seg. May 8. 

Curais, Joan, sen., residing at Glenfield, “ of the tare, EG, sarc of the — 
ecoru Starch Works Company (Currie, 
facturers, Paisley. May 20, at 2; hose and “ 
May 7. 

manta Tuomas Warrs, Grocer, Abbey-green, — May 20, at 
12; Hamilton Arms-inn (Craigens), Hamilton. Seg. 

Lannacit, Mrs. Jessie, Hotel Keeper, Caledonian 

“dinburgh. May 18, at 3; Ship-hotel, East Register-st., Dabengh. 

Seq. bay 6. 


M‘inrosn, Pster, Manufaéturer, Aberdeen. May 18, at 12; Royal-hetel, 

Union-st., Aberdeen. Seg. May 6. 

aes Dundee, May 18, at 1; British-hotel, Dan- 
ee, Seg. Ma 

Ross, Joun Way, son Aberdeen. May 18, at 2; Lemon-tree-tavern, 

Aberdeen. Seg. May 7. 





Farpax, May 14, 1858. 
Buaikrs, ANDREW, iene Seale May 19, at 12; Town's-arms- 
inn, Galashiels. Seg. May 8 
Bua, Davin, late. ‘Gand ae Town Mills, Dumbarton, now Farmer, 
re hd Argyleshire. May 21, at 12; Angyle-hotel, Inverary. 


B, Seren, Ship a Melville-st., wy we” 1; Soli- 


onan 

citors’ Library, County- May 

M'Paerson, Saha Wart Toll-bar, Homily, and Anpasw Lepixe- 
Ram, Bogie untly, Fleshers, May 21, at 12; Court-house, 


Huntly. 
Oniver, Gron George Oliver & Co.), 


ae (Gem oo, Guage aon 
May 18, at 12; Faculty-hall, St. G Se Glasgow. Seg. 
naan, Aatamen Fess, 5 cou. May 22, at 12; Dal- 
Dapsin. ALERANDDD, Riskineioch. May 28, at 2; Crowndnn, 





at 1; Stevenson's 
Sop Maga 
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HE NATIONAL REVERSIONARY 
ave ae 
une the yy ves of Absolute or Contingent Reversions, Life Interests, 


on Lives. 
OFFICES: 63, OLD BROAD-STREET, LONDON, E. C.= 
Chairman—JOHN PEMBERTON HEYWOOD, Ny a 
Deputy Chairman—EDWIN WARD SCADDING, mi 


MEssRs. 
Actuary—Francis A. Enceisacn, Esq. 
y). 
Agents in Edinburgh—Messrs. Maconocnre & Duncan, W.S., 10, Hill- 


street. 
pp, any ney Bem gerade alli fhe Big ngs tobe aero 
of the Company, and facilities will be rende: fe ER Ned cag f 
completion of ar Ceatcnste. G. A A. RENDALL, Secretary 


a 


Te BE SOLD, pursuant ‘to an Order of the High 
Court of Chancery, made in a Cause “ Colyer v. Colyer,” with the 
approbation of the OVEION the pe ping pare pg wapnt , by Messrs. 
WARLTERS and LOVEJOY, the persons appointed b; the said Neaee. at 
GARRAWAY’S COFFEE-HOUSE I LONDON, on TUESDAY, the Lith day 
of JUNE, 1858, at TWELVE o’Clock at Noon, in One Lot, 2 FREEHOLD 
yy tem or TENEMENT, No. 60, PALI-MALL, WESTMINSTER, in 

a the property of William Hardyman Colyer, of 
Farningham, in the sang A oo erga manners aed 
— of Mr. William N. Wright. 

The property may be viewed by —— of the tenant, and printed 
particulars and conditions of sale may be had gratis of Messrs. Watson 
and Sons, 12, Bouverie-street, Fleet-street, London, Solicitors ; of Messrs. 
Church and Langdale, of No. 38, S Chancery-lane, 
Solicitors ; of Mr. Rush, of 18, Austin-friars, London, Solicitor; at Gar- 
raway’s; ‘and of the Auctioneers, 55, ~lane. 

FRED. . EDWARDS, Chief Clerk. 


10 .,BE SOLD, PURSUANT to a DECRETAL 

. ORDER of the HIGH COURT of CHANCERY, made in a CAUSE 
JEFFERSON cv. JEFFERSON, with the approbation of the VICE-CHAN- 
CELLOR Sir RICHARD TORIN KINDERSLEY, by Mr. THOMAS KING, 
the person by the said Judge, at the AUCTION MART, opposite 
the Bank of England, on WEDNESDAY, the 9th day of JUNE, 1858, at 
TWELVE for ONE o’Clock precisely, in One Lot, a FREEHOLD ESTATE, 
situate at Stair, near Tonbridge, in the county of Kent, late the property 
of Thomas Jefferson, of Tonbridge, in the ——. of Kent, Ironmonger, 
deceased, and now in the occupation of Messrs. Humphrey, Humphrey, 
Payne, and Diplock. 

Particulars and Conditions of Sale may be had (gratis) of Mr. William 
Warwick King, of 42, Bond-street, Brighton; of Messrs. King & Webb, 








ry-lane, London ; at the principal Inns in the 
Neighbourhood of the property; and of the ‘Auctioneer, Mr. Thomas King, 
of the firm of King & Welch, opposite Camden-road, Holloway, Middlesex. 
FREDC. ERS. EDWARDS, Chief Clerk. 
WILLIAM WARWICK KING, 35, King-street, Cheapside, 
Plaintiff's Solicitor. 





¢ hes be SOLD by BUCTION, pursuant to a Decree 


Oe Cont 5 eevee in certain causes of ‘ Hi 
v, Rowden,” and “ Hail Sate tie camtaaiian of tie 
Honour the the Vice-Chancellor Pg R. T. Kindersley, by Mr. CHARLES F. 
MOORE (the person appointed by the said Judge to sell the same), at the 
GEORGE HOTEL, TEL, STROUD, in the County of Gloucester, on FRIDAY, the 
llth day of June, 1858, at THREE o’elock in the afternoon, in Three Lots, 
the a PROPERTY—viz. The Lightpill-mifl Estate, in the several 
og pele Rothonsagh ant Kinguiasley, tn the county of Glowcoster. 
ne of a newly-built Mill, Mill Houses, or Factories, called 


t it 5a. Or. 7p. ; a close 
-close, containing by admeasurement 


of coppice or wood land at the 

3r. 36p.; also a small 

29%p., ther 

the fixtures, water wheels, shafts, general gearing, and machinery 





ANGLESEY, NORTH WALES. 


O BE SOLD, PURSUANT to an ORDER of the 

HIGH COURT of CHANCERY, wry in a CAUSE, BARNWELL 

% EMOUGSS, with the ne <> e VICE-CHANCELLOR Sir 
RICHARD TORIN KINDERS! the Ji to whose Court the said 

attached, by Mr. WILL TAM DEW, Auctioneer, at the BULL 

HOTEL, LLANGEFNI, on eet the 8th day of JUNE, 1858, at 


aie Mineral Rights in the palakbourhonl t of the 
House and Lands at Amlwch, and Cottages in the 
Plans and printed Particulars and Conditions of Sale may be hodrhoat 
in London, of Messrs. Parker, Hayes, Barnwell, & Twisden, Solicitors, No. 
60, Russeli-square, and of Messrs, Price, Bolton, and ‘ilder, Solicitors, 
No. I, a Lincoln’s-inn ; in the country, of Mr. Haslam, Estate 
‘Agent, Car reg Bran Lianfair, Anglesey, and of the Auctioneer, Mr. William 
Dew, Bangor, from either of whom any further information may be ob- 
tained, and at the Dinorben Arms arid Castle Hotels, Amlwch ; Bull Sh agen) 
Lianerchymedd ; Royal and a Hotels, Holyhead ; Bulkeley Arms and 
Liverpool Arms Hotels, Beaumaris ; Sportsman Hotel, Caernarvon; the 
Bull Hotel, Liangefni ; and the British Hotel, Bangor. 
FREDC. ERS. EDWA Chief Clerk. 
PARKER, HAYES, sage sles = & — , 60, Russell-square, 
's Solicitors 





BUCKINGHAMSHIRE. — Sale of further part of the ng nag and 
Chandos Estates, including a portion of the domain 
ESSRS. HARRISON and SON will SELL b 
AUCTION, at the WHITE HART INN, BUCKINGHAM, on W. 
NESDAY, MAY 26, at TWELVE o'clock at noon, FREEHOLD, COPY- 
HOLD, and LEASEHOLD ESTATES, mostly Tithe free and Land-tax 
redeemed, all in the County of Buckingham, and producing a rental of 
nearly £2,250 per annum. The Estates are admirably suited for invest- 
ment or occupation, and will be sold in Sixteen Lots, comprising the follow- 
particulars ;—Lot 1. Moreton Lodge and several cottages and gardens, 
Lot 2. A Farm-house, several cot- 
and 103 acres of land, also in Maids Moreton. Lot 3. The lot Mea- 
dows near the town of Buc! am, containing 20a. 3r. 39p. Lot 4. Two 
Dwelling-houses, on the Market-hill, Buckingham, and la. 3r. 26p. of land, 
in the occupation of Mr. D. P. King and Mrs. Bartlett. Lot 5. Part of Boy- 
cott Farm, in the parishes of Stowe and Water Stratford, consisting of a 
farm-house and buildings, a cottage, and 152 acres of land. Lot 6, An 
Estate, consisting of several farms, con 537 acres of land, situate in 
the es of Stowe and Water Stratford. Lots 7 to 14. Several Dwell- 
ing-houses, shops, and gardens in Church-street, Mill-street, Castle-street, 
and West-street, in Buckingham. Lot 15. A Farm, situate in Preston Bis- 
set and Tingewick, containing 116 acres of land ; and Lot 16, Three closes 
of land in Brill, containing lla. 3r. 29p. The estates are hed on all 
sides by good roads, and lie in the neighbourhood of the Town of pee 
ham, or within an distance of the towns of Bicester and Brackley, and 
are within two hours’ ride by railway from London ; and the farms are in 
the occupation of respectable tenants, at very moderate rents. The lots 
near Buckingham will be shown by Mr. Thomas Beards, the Steward of the 
Estate, who resides at Stowe. 

Particulars and conditions of sale, with plans, ma bo. Sh at the 
Offices of Messrs. Currie, Woodgate, ‘and Williams, Lincoln's- 
inn-fields, London, W.C.; of Henry Small, Esq., Solicitor, Bckingham of 
the Auctioneers, Buckingham ; and of Mr. Thomas Beards, the Steward, at 
Stowe. 


KENT.—In BANKRUPTCY.—Freehold first-class Investments in Land, 
Houses, and Trade Premises, at Hadlow, Plaxtol, and Maidstone, and 
Five valuable Life Policies. 

elegy 


R. TOOTELL is. directed 
pee of William Harrison and reyes 
SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, London, on WED ESDAY, JU 
1858, at Twelve, in Eleven Lots, the ‘following ESTATES :—At napeow 
near Tonbridge, the newly-erected and superior premises known as the 
“CLOSE BREWERY ;” ;” a Dwelling-honse, extensive Grocer’s and Draper's 
— a’ Bei ns oues two Dwelling-houses and a Shop, and “ Gobland’s 
rty-one acres in extent. A MEETING. HO SE or Chapel, at 
DUN k's. “GREEN, PLAXTOL. Important TRADE og h handsome 
Shop, Dwelling-house, and spacious Warehouse, ’ 
MAIDSTONE. Two Dwelling-houses, with a Beer-house, close to bi Maid- 
stone Railway Station. And Five valuable LIFE POLICIES in the Kent, 
London Life, and Gresham Assurance Offices, 
Particulars and conditions of sale may be obtained at the Rose and Crown, 
ound, Hadlow; Sun, Chatham; New Falcon Hotel, 
of H. H. Stansfeld, Esq., Official 
Assignee, 10a, Basinghall-street, London; Messrs. Monckton and Son, Soli- 
to the , Maidstone; Messrs. Alleyne and Walker, Solicitors, 
Tonbridge ; Messrs. Druce and sons, Solicitors, 10, Billiter-square, London ; 
yuy, and Monckton, Solicitors, 1, Raymond-buildings, 
Gray’: s-inn, London, 
Maidstone. 





taal Assi 


C5 and of Mr. Tootell, Land Agent and Valuer, 





es Ne 


LEADENHALL STREET.—Valuable and important Freehold Premises, 
situate near the Royal Exchange and Bank of England, and nearly oppo- 


site the East India House. 
ESSRS. BEADEL and SONS are instructed » 
ay ow rad AUCTION, at the MART, on te inporan FOLD 
pa dad. One Lot, an exceedingly val 
PERTY. comprising the brick-built premises, most 
ae and known as No. 146, LeaderMall- 
sees Butters, Gordon, and Yeatman, at rents 
oa tuation of these valuable premises, nea: 
thin a short distance of the ~ k of Talc and E 
thoroughfares in the heart of the City, 
either for or 44 8 secure in the it- 
tua 


tion for the erection erection of substantial first- 


est 


ag Byer my’ 
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SUBSCRIBERS’ COPIES CAN BE BOUND ON THE FOLLOWING 
TeERMS:—THE JOURNAL anp REPORTER, IN sEpa- 
RATE VOLUMES, CLOTH, 2s. 6d. PER VOLUME; HALF CALF, 
4s. 6d. PER VOLUME. CLOTH COVERS FOR BINDING CAN BE 
SUPPLIED AT ls. 3d. EACH. ‘THE TWO SENT FREE BY POST 
FOR 36 STAMPS. READING CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 
FOR A YEAR ARE NOW READY, 3s. 6d. EACH.—ORDERS 
TO BE SENT TO THE PUBLISHER. 

A COMPLETE INDEX OF THE CURRENT VOLUME 18 NOW 
OPEN FOR REFERENCE, AT THE PUBLISHING OFFICE, 
FREE OF CHARGE. THE INDEX WILL BE REGULARLY 
MADE UP AS EACH SUCCESSIVE NUMBER APPEARS. 

We cannot notice any communication unless accompanied by the 
name and address of the writer. 

Advertisements can be reveived at the Office until six o'clock on 
Friday evening. 

Numerous complaints having been made by gentlemen who have 
either had great difficulty in procuring the Soticirors’ JouR- 
NAL, or to whom it has been supplied very irregularly, we beg to 
inform our readers and the Profession, that it is published at 7 
o'clock on Saturday morning, and may usually be procured by 
the News Agents at that hour. Our own provincial Subscribers 
are supplied by the morning mails, and the town delivery is com- 
pleted in the course of the morning. Itis particularly requested, 
therefore, that complaints referring to irregularities of this 
kind may be forwarded to the Publisher, and, in case they should 
continue, he will be happy to forward the Journal direct from 
the Office. 
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COMPETITION OF LAW AND EQUITY. 


Mr. Atherton’s Bill for the amendment of the Common 
Law Procedure Act was probably su pe by the fear 
ry 


that Equity, as improved by the Bill of the Solicitor- 
General, would become a dangerous rival of Common 
Law. Yet this very Bill is a most unmistakeable proof of 
the tendency towards a fusion of law and equity. It does 
not, indeed, add to the equitable jurisdiction of the 
Courts at Westminster, but it proposes to transform the 
whole common law machinery into the likeness of the 
Court of Chancery. Our own belief has long been, that 
the improvement of our Courts will gradually lead to 
an absolute identification of the two rival judicial 
systems which now exist, and that this can only be 
effected by the absorption of the narrower in the larger 

stem, and by the acknowledgment, in all courts, of 

e rights and the principles which have been developed 
and established by the Chancellor’s equitable pire og 
tion. But, if the change is to be successful, it must be 
brought about by the gradual infusion of equitable prin- 
ciples into the common law courts, not by any sudden 
rey to convert machinery devised for one purpose 
into the very different organisation which has grown up 
on a different foundation. Mr. Atherton’s Bill jumps 
over fast at the final result. It grapples with none of 
the difficulties of the case, but leaves everything to be 
worked out by a staff of judges, who have not hitherto 
shown much alacrity in adopting the enlarged princi- 

of courts of equity. 

The actual position of the law by which the proce- 
dure of the common law courts is regulated is a curious 
illustration of this. Equitable pleas are allowed ; but, 

y some means or other, a defence which would certainly 
Succeed before a Vice-Chancellor more often than not 
breaks down when urged in the uncongenial atmo- 
sphere of Westminster Hall. The failure is, no doubt, 
partly due to the fact, that the precise and scientific 
theory of pleading, which, after its wretched failure 
under the strict régime of the “New Rules,” has 
still been retained in a modified and, we believe, 
& merely transitional shape, is wholly unsuited to 
the and more beral octrines of courts 
of equity. “3. certain specific facts give. set- 

oO. 





tled defined rights, it is possible to bring a quarrel to 
definite issues of law and fact. But how is pleading to 
be of any use where the question is, whether a series of 
dealings are or are not consistent with good faith, or 
whether the circumstances are such as to justify the 
Court in exercising a discretionary power of granting 
an injunction on terms, or a decree for specific perform- 
ance? ‘The extension of the law so as to embrace all 
equity, which we look to see at some future time, must 
be preceded by the adoption of the system of plead- 
ing at large, which, however wanting in theoretical 
precision, is found to work so satisfactorily in courts of 
equity. The object of all pleading is only this, to 
secure that every case shall be tried on the merits. 
Now, we assert, without fear of contradiction, that every 
case in Chancery is now decided on the merits. Let the 
pleader be as clumsy as he may, he really cannot im- 
peril his client’s interests by his want of skill. Under 
the common law system, it used to be rather the exce 
tion than the rule for a case to be decided purely on the 
merits. At least, as often as not, what the Courts deter- 
mined by elaborate judgments was whether Mr. A. or Mr. 
B. was the better pleader, not whether plaintiff or defendant 
had the better right. Modern changes have enormously 
diminished this evil, and have done so just in proportion 
as the old strictness of pleading has been abandoned. 
But the evil is not yet quite eradicated, and never will 
be so until the innovations reach the goal to which they 
have been long tending, in the absolute abandonment of 
special pleading. Partly from the want of harmony 
between its system and the doctrines of equity, and 
partly from the reluctance of the bench to adapt itself 
to new ideas, the large equitable jurisdiction given to 
the courts of law has produced much less benefit than 
was expected from it. This is the ground of Mr. 
Atherton’s proposed amendments. Let us examine the 
mode in which he attempts to remedy this mischief, and 
see whether it is likely to lead to happier results. 

The Common Law Procedure Act of 1854 enacted 
that in all cases of breach of contract, or other injury, 
on which an action for damages could be maintained, 
the Court might issue a writ of injunction ; and that in 
any action, except replevin and ejectment, a writ of 
mandamus might be claimed to enforce the fulfil- 
ment of any duty in which the plaintiff was in- 
terested. he judges have not exercised the power 
very freely, and the present Bill seeks to B wit 
this disposition by re-enacting the same clauses in 
different words, the only alteration being that the 
power is to extend to all cases where a court of 
equity would have jurisdiction, which practically repeals 
the restriction as to replevin‘and ejectment, but in other 
respects leaves the law much where it was. If the 
judges were likely to obey a second mandate of the 
Legolas in a different spirit from that in which they re- 
ceived the first, there might be some use in repeating the 
enactments which have hitherto proved so ineffectual. 
The third and fourth clauses of Mr. Atherton’s Bill are 
very different in their tenor. The third clause says, 
almost in so many words, that a court of law is hence- 
forth to give the same relief as the Court of Chancery, 
and to make and enforce the same decrees, and exercise 
the same powers. Now we venture to submit, that a 
general direction of this kind must prove a failure. If 
equity jurisdiction can be grafted on to law it will grow 
there; but simply to issue an edict that the Common 
Pleas or the Exchequer is henceforth to be a Court of 
Chancery, and is to work out the new duties as well as 
it can, is to pave the way for one of two results. Either 
the jurisdiction will be tacitly dropped, or the whole 
equity system will be corrupted by being thrown bodily 
into the hands of courts and officers utterly unprepared 
by any previous associations for the administration 
of this class of business. Bit by bit the common 
law courts may be inoculated with equity. But 
there is more haste than good speed about Mr. Atherton's 
project. The fourth clause curiously illustrates the ab- 
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surdities which are involved in this crude and sweeping 
method of reform. It actually directs a court of law, in 
certain actions of ejectment, to restrain the setting up of 
the legal title as a court of equity now does. It is intel- 
ligible that a court which recognises trusts should 
restrain the setting up in another court which refuses to 
acknowledge — e estates of a title not equitably 
— But what can surpass the absurdity of a 

urt issuing an injunction against the production 
of particular evidence before itself? The whole 
system of injunctions is the consequence of our 
double courts acting on diverse principles. But 
to perpetuate the sham conflict, when the whole juris- 
diction is merged in one tribunal, is the most whimsical 
contrivance that ever was dreamed of. If courts of 
law are to adopt the doctrines of equity, let them re- 
gard the real beneficial interests brought before them, 
a course which must lead to the abolition of the privi- 
leges of the legal estate. But, to say that a Court is to 
do violence to itself, and exclude the fact of an outstand- 
ing estate, because, if admitted, it would not know how 
to give precedence to an equitable interest, is to establish 
a system of fictions far exceeding in absurdity the old 
myth of John Doe and Richard Roe. 


The machinery clauses of the Bill are framed in the 
same happy disregard of the real exigencies of the case. 
Masters. of the Queen’s Bench and other courts are 
straightway to become chief clerks, just as judges are to 
become Vice-Chancellors ; but no provisions are inserted, 
or apparently thought about,- to harmonise these 
new functions with the unaccommodating rigidity of 
common law pleading and practice. The judges are to 
do all this by orders as well as they can; and, as their 
experience lies wholly in another field, they will not be 
very grateful to Mr. Atherton for the task 3 wishes to 
cast upon them. 


The end and object of this bit of legislation is un- 
deniably good, but many a cautious step and much 
thoughtful labour must intervene before the goal, which 
Mr. Atherton is so eager to reach, can be arrived at, 
without some lamentable disasters on the road. 


& 
_— 


PRIVATE BILLS IN PARLIAMENT. 


The experience of our readers will confirm, to a v 
great extent, the description given by Lord Robert Cecil 
to the House of Commons of the proceedings before 
committees upon private bills. It is obvious, however, 
that no remedy ean be devised for the evils of the exist- 
ing system. unless Parliament can bring itself to two 
conclusions which it is not very likely to embrace with- 
out great reluctance. In the first place, it would be 
necessary for each House to concede to the other some 
portion of its right to separate and independent action ; 
and, secondly, both Houses must agree to surrender to 
some permanent officer or board certain functions which 
have hitherto been exercised by committees appointed 
for each particular Bill or group of Bills. We are thus 
brought, in considering the practicability of any reform, 
to the very same difficulty which appears likely to be 
fatal to any plan that may be proposed for improvi 
the structure of Acts of Parliament. ‘The Legislature is 
at present in the habit of passing Bills which were cither 
very ill drawn originally, or have been complicated and 
rendered unintelligible by the hasty introduction of what 
are called, by courtesy, amendments. Ifa sufficient num- 
ber of skilful lawyers were employed and properly paid to 
draw all Bills about to be intodeina into either ides: 
there is no doubt that a great deal of excellent and expen- 
sive work would be spoiled by the industry of committees. 
If, again, the will of the Legislature were to be at first 
expressed in the form of what may be called, in profes- 
sional language, instructions for new statutes, there 
would be a ual suspicion in the minds of members 
that the counsel employed to embody their ideas in cor- 
rect technical language had encroached upon the pro- 








vince of legislation. It appears, however, to be admitted, 
that if the labours of the existing Statute Law Com- 
mission are to produce any result at all, it can only be 
through the determination of Parliament to pass the 
Consolidation Bills submitted to it, in reliance upon the 
skill and fidelity of the draughtsman employed by the 
Commission. Perhaps, when the statute-book contains 
chapters which have been admitted there by an applica- 
cation of this principle, the time will have arrived when 
motions like that of Lord Robert Cecil may be expected 
to have some practical effect. 

The interests affected by the private legislation of the 
last twelve years have been so vast, and the questions 
agitated before committees have been of such grave im- 
portance, both to this and perenne 5 pry ty that 
the heavy expenditure in litigation would not be a very 
serious evil, if at least there existed more satisfactory 
proofs of the soundness of the principles adopted by 
these tribunals, and of the expediency of the under- 
takings which they have authorised. we pea a 
system of railways, judiciously adapted to the existing 
and prospective development of the national industry, 
and certain to yield an adequate return for the capital 
which has been consumed in their construction, it would 
be a matter of very little moment whether fortunes had 
been acquired with more or less rapidity by the most 
successful Parliamentary practitioners. But the same 
costly and cumbrous machinery is necessarily applied to 
obtain the sanction of the legislature to every under- 
taking, for the improvement even of the most remote 
and inconsiderable town or district; and the question 
therefore becomes a very serious one, whether some 
system could not be devised to cheapen and facilitate 
the process of inquiry, which must precede the passing 
of a private Bill. Now, in the first place, it may be 
remarked, that one of the objections sometimes urged to 
the creation of local jurisdictions would not apply to 
the case we are now considering. The merits and defects 
of the unpaid magistracy are sufficiently understood 
by the readers of this journal. In many instances 
it would be exceedingly undesirable to enlarge the 
sphere of their authority; but probably the very highest 
praise that could in general be bestowed on the mem- 
bers who serve on Parliamentary committees is, that 
they would make, or perhaps do make, very use- 
ful chairmen of quarter sessions. We say, then, that a 
town desiring authority to construct gas or waterworks 
might obtain access to some tribunal of essentially the 
same quality, without being obliged to bring up its wit- 
nesses to Tletie: Five ordinary members of Parlia- 
ment cannot possess any special fitness, above other 
merchants or country gentlemen, for the decision of 
these questions. It is to be observed that the private 
committees of the House of Commons are necessarily 
drawn from the less distinguished moiety of our legis- 
lators. Holders of office, actual or ible, are usually 
allowed to devote themselves to the business of the 
House, and to committees upon public matters. A 
lawyer in full practice has little time for more than an 
occasional speech, and tolerably frequent votes ; and, if 
compelled to sit in committee upon town improvement 
Bills, he must disappoint either his clients or his con- 
stituency. No doubt there are many members, little 
distinguished in debate, who have acquired a high repu- 
tation upun committees, and it is probable that these 
gentlemen would be quite willing to give their services 
wherever the public good required. ‘ 

The interest of solicitors in this question is by no 
means incompatible with the adoption of such improve- 
ments as considerations of er public convenience 
would seem to recommend. If it be true, as stated by 
Lord Robert Cecil, that many towns are debarred from 
undertaking sanitary improvements because of the 
expense which must be incurred in obtaining the assent 
of rey ger it is ovis oe a a of vonene 

to solicitors might opened by pt 
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ing, whatever tends to improve the value of property, 
or to promote any sort of dealing with the rights of the 
owners of it, must operate in some way or other to the 
advantage of those who are necessarily employed as the 
advisers and agents of proprietors. It is quite true that 
the necessary power, for undertaking town improvements 
might in each particular case be obtained at a much 
smaller outlay in fees to counsel and solicitors than is 
demanded under the existing practice. But then it is 
probable that a great number of very beneficial enter- 
prises are now only conceived and talked about as desir- 
able, whereas, if greater facilities were afforded, they 
might be actually commenced. We quite agree, too, in the 
opinion of a speaker in the late debate that an objection- 
able form of centralization is produced by bringing all 
sorts of pee questions up to London to be decided, 
and we think that such a course of proceeding is really 
beneficial to no class whatever in the community—not 
even to the lawyers, who were assumed, as is usual in 
the House of Commons, to have a special interest in this 
matter adverse to that of everybody else. The principle 
that legal business which can be efficiently transacted in 
the country ought not to be forced to the metropolis, has 
been applied with great success in some familiar in- 
stances, and we shall probably witness, in course of 
time, a larger and bolder application of it. The prece- 
dent supplied by the proceedings of the Inclosure Com- 
mission deserves attentive consideration. It would be 
easy to frame upon this model a scheme for the appoint- 
ment of paid and permanent officials, who should make 
circuits, and hold courts for the examination of the 
minor class of cases which now come before the Parlia- 
mentary committees. We do not doubt that the public 
interest of the town or district, as well as the rights of 
the individual proprietors who might be affected by the 
roposed improvements, would be represented in a per- 
ectly sufficient manner by legal practitioners of the 
immediate neighbourhood. And if it were thought de- 
sirable to preserve the jurisdiction in these matters of an 
unpaid tribunal, we have already shown that means 
might be found to assemble in the locality of the pro- 
d works a court of inquiry quite equal, in point of 
industry and intelligence, to an ordinary Parliamentary 
committee. Perhaps the most satisfactory plan would be 
a combination of the paid and permanent with the 
voluntary and fluctuating element; and if any improve- 
ment is to be attempted in the manner of desta 
with the more important class of questions which must 
continue to be litigated in London, this appears the 
most promising direction in which to advance towards 
reform. It is now the practice to select the chairmen of 
committee from among the most experienced members, 
so that upon each investigation at least one of the 
judges may possess some familiarity with the usual arti- 
fices of counsel and some acquaintaince with the prin- 
ciples which have guided the legislation of former years. 
We do not doubt that the committee of selection make 
the best choice they can in constituting these tri- 
bunals out of the materials placed at their disposal. 
Still, it is obvious that one of the principal cares 
of Colonel Wilson Patten must be, to put young 
members into training, so that a supply of tolerably 
efficient chairmen may be provided against the demands 
of future sessions. It is not satisfactory to reflect 
that this process of educating judges can hardly fail 
to prove costly to the suitors. The only feasible 
remedy appears to be, to promote, as far as possible, the 
efficiency of the chairman. If Parliament could be 
induced to employ paid presidents or assessors of the 
committees, who should be regularly trained lawyers .of 
reputation and experience, there would be reason to 
expect a very considerable improvement in the conduct 
of the private business. But it is not likely that this or 
any 0 measure, tending to curtail the authority of 
the two Houses over railways and other t public 
will ever find many supporters within the walls 

of ent. It would seem, however, that as regards 








the small subjects of paving, gas, and water-supply in 


| towns, there can be no sufficient motive for objecting to 


the surrender of a troublesome and by no means magni- 
ficent prerogative. We should hope, therefore, to see 
some arrangement made for conducting these inquiries 
before cheap and expeditious local courts. 





Legal Wews. 


COMMITTEE FOR PRIVILEGES. 


THe GREAT SHREWSBURY CAsE.—House oF LorDs, 
April 20. 
(Continued from Vol. I. p. 743.) 

This was the claim of the Right Hon. Henry John Chetwynd 
Talbot to the earldom of Shrewsbury. The claim was opposed 
by Lord Edward Howard, the second son of the Duke of Nor- 
folk, who claimed the estates as devisee under the will of the 
late earl, by the Princess Doria Pamphili and the Duchess of 
Sora, who claimed as heiresses-at-law of the sixteenth earl, and 
by Major William Talbot. 

The hearing of the further evidence in support of this claim 
was resumed this morning. 

The counsel who now appeared were—The Attorney-General, 
Mr. Ellis, and Mr. Hannen, for the claimant ; Sir R. Bethell, 
Mr. R. Palmer, Mr. Fleming, Mr. Baddeley, and Mr. Bowyer, 
for Lord Edward Howard, the Princess Pamphili, and the 
Duchess of Sora; and Mr. P. Burke for Major Talbot. The 
Solicitor-General and Mr. Roche watched the case on the part 
of the Crown. 

The case as presented originally by the claimant was, that 
the dignity in question had been created in the reign of 
Henry VI1., and commenced in the person of Sir John 
Talbot, who was well known in history as the distingui 
leader of the armies of England in France in that reign. In 
reward for his services he was created, in 1442, Earl of 
Shrewsbury, to himself and the heirs male of his bedy, and 
the title descended from father to son to John the third 
earl, when the family became divided into three distinct 
branches. The first branch descended from John the third 
earl, who had an only brother, Sir Gilbert of Grafton. The 
title descended through the first line of descent from father 
to son to Gilbert the seventh earl, who died without issue He 
was succeeded by his brother Edward, the eighth earl,at whose 
death the first branch became extinct,and the title then went 
through Sir Gilbert of Grafton, the brother of the third earl. 
That Sir Gilbert of Grafton had issue two sons—Sir Gilbert, 
who died without issue,and Sir John of Albrighton. Sir John 
of Albrighton was twice married. By his first marriage he had 
one son, Sir John of Grafton, whose grandson George became 
the ninth earl, on the extinction of the first branch. G 
died without issue, and the title descended through his brother 
John to his nephew Jehn, the tenth earl, who was twice mar- 
ried. By his first wife he had three sons—George, who died 
without issue during his lifetime; Francis, the eleventh earl; 
and Gilbert of Batchcoate. Francis left two sons—Charles, 
the twelfth earl, who was afterwards created Duke of Shrews- 
bury, but he dying without issue that title became extinet; and 
John, who also died without issue. The earldom then went to 
Gilbert the thirteenth earl, who died without issue, the eldest son 
of Gilbert of Batchcoate. Gilbert of Batchcoate had two other 
sons—Thomas, who died without issue, and George, whose 
eldest son George succeeded to the earldom as fourteenth 
earl. That line ultimately became extinct upon the death 
of Bertram Arthur, the seventeenth and late earl, who died 
without issue in 1856. The issue of Sir John of Albrighton 
by his first marriage having thus become extinct, the third 
branch began in the person of John of Salwarp, the second son 
of Sir John of Albrighton, by Elizabeth Wrottesley, his second 
wife, Gilbert, his eldest son by this lady having died without 
issue. John of Salwarp married Olive, the daughter of Sir 
Henry Sherrington, by whom he had one son, Sherrington of 
Rudge. The latter married twice. By his first marriage, he 
had six sons, of whom all but the eldest died without issue, 
That son, named Sherrington, had also six sons, of whom all 
but Sir John of Laycock died without issue. Sir John of Lay- 
cock married twice. By his first wife he had Sherri 
whose issue shortly after became extinct. He had twe 
his second wife, John and Thomas, who both died wi 
issue, and thus the third branch, arising out of the first 
riage of Sherrington of Rudge, became extinet. The 
branch commenced ia the person of William of 
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the only son who had issue of Sherrington of Rudge by his 
second wife. William of Whittington had one son, William, 
who became Bishop of Durham, whose son Charles was after- 
wards Lord Chancellor. The claimant was the nearest male 
heir of that Charles. The greater part of this case was proved 
by inquisition and a book called the “ Benefactors’ Book,” which 
contained the pedigrees of the family, and also by several wills, 
deeds, and other documents. In 1718, the Duke of Shrewsbury 
executed a deed of settlement of the estates belonging to him, 
afterwards confirmed by Act of Parliament, by which the 
estates were directed to descend with the title. In this settle- 
ment he drew up a pedigree, which was one of the proofs 
adduced in support of the claimant's case, great stress being 
laid upon the fact that this was a public document, and might 
have been complained of by any person who considered himself 
aggrieved at his name being omitted. 

The case on the part of the parties opposing was, that there 
were thirteen persons, whose existence they proved, who had 
not been accounted for by the claimant. 

Several of those persons were proved, on behalf of the claim- 
ant, to have been illegitimate, and others to have been members 
of younger branches of the family than that through which the 
claimant claimed. 

The case was heard in July last, and at its termination their 
Lordships, at the suggestion of the then Attorney-General 
(Sir R. Bethell), adjourned the further consideration sine die 
for the production of further evidence. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL this morning, on behalf of the 
petitioner, stated to their Lordships the nature of the evidence 
he proposed to lay before them, which consisted of documents 
which he had obtained from various members of the family, and 
which would clear up the doubtful points which had been 
pointed out by the late Attorney-General and their Lordships 
during the previous hearing. 

April 22. 

The evidence adduced in support of the claimant's case was 
entirely documentary. 

April 23. 

A pedigree, supposed to have been the one produced before 
the committee in 1718, when they were about to pass the pri- 
vate Act in reference to the estates, and which was proved to 
be in the handwriting of Mr. Anslet, then Garter King-at- 
Arms, was produced. It was stated to have been purchased 
from a herald in 1784, and to have since been kept in a box 
which had not been opened since 1844. 

Sir R. Bethell, however, objected to its admission, on the 
ground that, although it might be a curious document, yet it 
could not be used as evidence before their Lordships. 

The document was rejected by the House. 

The evidence adduced on behalf of the claimant having con- 
cluded at 1 o'clock, 

Sir R. Bethell asked for time to read and weigh that evi- 
dence before opening the case of Lord Edward Howard. 

May 4. 

Some further documentary evidence was put in in support of 
the claim. 

Mr. Ellis, in summing up on behalf of the claimant, referred 
to the objections made at the end of last session by Sir R. 
Bethell. He contended that the documents and pedigrees pro- 
duced, tegether with the recital in the private Act of Parliament, 
and the unimpeached solemn declaration of all the then known 
members of the family, made for the purposes of the deed of 
settlement of 1718, substantially proved the two propositions 
involved in Lord Talbot's claim—namely, that the nearest heir 
male of William of Whittington was the nearest heir male of 
the first Earl of Shrewsbury, and that the claimant was the 
nearest heir male of William of Whittington, and therefore was 

Earl of Shrewsbury. 

Sir 2. Bethell reminded that their Lordships their decision was 
unalterable. He knew that this case was destined to become a 
great precedent. He had no means of proving with certainty 
the existence of any particular person between the first earl 
and the present claimant, but several serious difficulties he had 
pointed out, which had not been satisfactorily answered by the 
claimant. From the papers which had been brought from 
Lacock Abbey, it appeared that there was a person named 
Buno, a son of John the 10th earl, and that Buno had not 
been accounted for. Again, the almost obliterated inscription 
upon the ancient tomb in the church of Bromsgrove, in Wor- 

ire, was upon the tomb of Sir John of Albrighton, 
and the raised letters of the material part of it—the enume- 
ration of his sons by his first wife—had been intentionally 
scraped off, and that portion painted over. The paint 





had been removed, and from the traces left upon the stone it 
was found that the inscription mentioned three sons who were 
not accounted for by the claimant. Upon the other side there 
was merely the negative evidence that they were not mentioned 
in their father’s will. He now produced a will made by a 
Humphrey Talbot, which left but little doubt that he was a son 
of Sir John of Albrighton by his first marriage. The descen- 
dants of the issue of Sherrington of Rudge had not been satis- 
factorily accounted for, the only proof offered with regard to 
them being the benefactor’s pedigree, which could not be con- 
sidered as more than a declaration made by one of the family; 
and even that pedigree merely stated with regard to Robert, 
one of Sherrington’s sons, that he died in Ireland, without 
stating that he died without issue. It appeared that there 
existed a large family who used the Christian name of Sher- 
rington, who sprang from a Robert Talbot, who died in 1668. 
Robert, the son of Sherrington, was born in 1600, and therefore 
it was possible that, after being in Ireland for some time, he 
returned to his native place, and there died at the age of 68 
years, leaving issue, whose descendants were still in existence. 
Their Lordships surely would not be satisfied without having 
more distinct evidence laid before them with regard to the his- 
tory of this person. 

An application was made on behalf of Major Talbot to put 
in a case, but 

Their Lorpsurres said, they could not hear of it until it had 
been submitted to the Attorney-General. 

Another application was made, on behalf of Major Talbot, 
to put in a case, but refused. 

Sir R. Bethell resumed his arguments in opposition to the 
claim, in which he referred to the Vaux, Fitzwalter, and Wil- 
loughby peerage claims as examples of the necessity of extreme 
caution being used in coming to a decision, and he then went 
on to point out several persons in the pedigree, whom he con- 
tended had not been satisfactorily accounted for. 

At the conclusion of the speech several witnesses were ex- 
amined, to prove the existence of several persons not accounted 
for by the claimant. 

May 7. 

A great deal of documentary evidence having been put in on 
behalf of the parties opposing, the further hearing was post- 
opned. 

May 14. 

Mr. R. Palmer, in summing up the case on behalf of the 
parties opposing the claim, proposed to take three points, which 
were pointed out last year by the then Attorney-General. The 
first related to the issue of Sir John of Albrighton, by his 
first marriage with Margaret Troutbeck. The evidence which 
had been offered on behalf of his clients consisted, in the first 
place, of the inscription upon the ancient tomb erected to the 
memory of Sir John of Albrighton in Brunslow church. 
That inscription, although almost obliterated, was sufficient 
evidence of the existence at one time of two sons by that 
marriage not accounted for by the claimant. The only evidence 
in opposition was the silence of Sir Gilbert’s will with respect 
to them. But the tomb mentioned 16 children in all, and the 
will only referred to 8, while it was proved by various 
documents that there were in existence several children who 
were not mentioned in Sir Gilbert’s will. Therefore, that will 
could not be set up against the evidence of the inscription. 
There was then a will of a Humphrey Talbot, which showed 
that it was most probable that he was one of the sons of Sir 
Gilbert by his first marriage. That Humphrey was proved to 
have had a son, who administered to his father’s estate when he 
became of age. It was contended that this was the illegitimate 
son of Sir Gilbert, whereas he submitted that the illegitimate 
Humphrey, being described as of Longfort, was a different 
person to this Humphrey, who was described as of Brunslow, 
where Sir Gilbert was buried. The number and names of 
their children were not the same, and there were various 
circumstances which proved that the testator Humphrey was 
not the same person with the illegitimate son of Sir Gilbert. 
The second point was the uncertainty which surrounded the 
history of Robert, the second son of Sherrington of Rudge, 
stated by the claimant to have diedwin Ireland. Upon this 
point their Lordships would require further inquiries to be 
made. ‘The third point regarded ‘Thomas, the youngest son of 
Sherrington of Rudge. That Thomas was alleged by the 
claimant to have died without issue, but it was proved that 
a Thomas Talbot went to the parish of St. Ann's, Soho, about 
the time of the existence of the son of Sherrington, and that 
he had a son named Sherrington, who left issue. It was most 





petal therefore that this Thomas was the son of 
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COURT OF PROBATE. 
(Before Sir C. CRESSWELL.) 
Inre the Prince Bahadoor and the Queen-mother of Qude-—May 18. 


Mr. Rolt, Q. C., (with whom were Dr. Twiss Q. C., and Mr. 
Ayrton) appeared on the part of the Prince of Oude to move for 
letters of administration of the property in this country 
belonging to the deceased uncle of the prince. 

Sir C. CREsswELL.—I have a difficulty in hearing you, Mr. 
Rolt. ‘There is no “contentious business” before the Court. 

Mr. Rolt said, the motion was opposed by Dr. Addams, who 
a for the moulvie. There was an application on the 
part of the vakeel of the king in opposition to the son of the 
king. He apprehended that this constituted “contentious busi- 
ness,” as both parties were determined to insist on their rights, 
affidavits on both sides had been filed, and the case was ready 
for hearing; but he would rather not argue the question of his 
right to address the Court. 

After a short discussion as to the best course to be adopted, it 
was arranged that a petition should be filed by the Prince of 
Oude, and an answer be put in upon the other side, in order to 
bring the case within the description of “ contentious business.” 





CONSOLIDATION OF THE LAW COURTS AND 
OFFICES. 

A paper on this subject was prepared by Mr. Henry Lake 
for the meeting of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Asso- 
ciation held at Manchester in October last. It contains the 
following account of the different funds existing in the Court of 
Chancery, from which it has been suggested that a sum might 
be advanced sufficient for the construction of new buildings for 
the reception of all the law courts and offices :— 

There are three funds under the charge of the Court of 
Chancery :— 

There is first the suitors’ fand (we will call it No. 1), which 
has arisen from the investment from time to time of cash be- 
longing to the suitors, and placed to the general account. On the 
Ist October, 1853, this consisted of £2,590,928 stock, which 
cost in cash £2,252,464. The average price of the stock was 
something less than 87 per cent. ‘The Accountant-General is 
liable, out of the above, to repay to the suitors their cash, if 
and when called for. As cash is wanted the Accountant- 
General must pay; but the money paid in is generally sufticient 
to meet all demands, and the balance in his hands remains sub- 
stantially the same. If, however, the demand exceeds the 
supply, he must sell at the price of the day. At the present 
price of stock, the fund would realise more than the sum ori- 
ginally invested, and more therefore than could, under any cir- 
cumstances, be demanded. At 94 per cent. there would be a 
clear surplus of £193,000, to which no claim could be made. 
It is manifest that, practically speaking, it is impossible the 
whole fund can ever be required at once. In the first place, 
the money paid in is generally about equivalent to that taken 
out, and, on a series of years, the fund has steadily increased. 
There can be no loss to the suitors, unless the whole £2,252,464 
cash were drawn out without anything being paid in to replace 
it; and unless, moreover, the funds were sold at a price below 
87; practically, therefore, Government would incur no risk 
whatever in taking money from this fund, guaranteeing repay- 
ment to the suitors, if’ required. 

At present, the surplus income is carried over to the Suitors’ 
Fee Fund; but before this surplus is ascertained, annual sums 
for compensation and pensions amounting to £13,904, and 
masters’ salaries amounting to £26,585, are deducted. ‘The 
former sum, of course, is gradually lessening, and will terminate 
entirely with the lives of the recipients, and by far the larger 
portion (we believe the whole) of the latter fund, is in the same 
position. 

But there is a second fund (say fund No. 2), which now 
amounts to £1,291,629 stock, which is placed to an account 
intitled “ Account of moneys purchased with surplus interest 
arising from securities carried to the account of moneys placed 
out for the benefit and better security of the suitors of the 
High Court of Chancery.” It has been shortly called, “ The 
Accumulation Fund.” This fund is even more available than 
the fund No. 1. 

This second fund (No 2) has arisen from the investment and 
accumulation of the surplus income of fund No. 1, before it was 
carried over to the Suitors’ Fee Fund. The Accountant- 
General, when his cash balance was unusually large, invested 
part of it in stock, in the same way as a banker invests, for his 
own benefit, purt of the cash deposited with him by his cus- 
tomers. Each individual suitor can only claim the sum in cash 
which he paid in, in the same way as a depositor at a bank can 


only draw out the amount of his deposit, without reference to 
the mode in which the banker may have used it, or the profit 
he may have made from it. As no suitor, therefore, could claim 
the income of fund No. 1, it has been invested from time to 
time and carried to account No. 2, and the sum so invested 
amounts to £1,291,629. As between the suitors and the Court, 
the only claim the former can possibly have upon it would 
arise, in case the fund No. 1 should be insufficient to pay the 
cash it represents—in other words, if every suitor should claim 
his cash—if there should be no corresponding cash paid in to 
meet the demand, and if the stock should be sold below 87—a 
state of things obviously impossible. It may fairly be said, 
therefore, that no suitor can really have a valid claim to one 
farthing of the fund No. 2. 

We can conceive no possible objection to Government taking, 
say, £500,000 out of this fund, guaranteeing, in return, 
suitors against loss. Such guarantee (as has been already 
shown) would never cost them a farthing. 

If there shall be doubt or hesitation on this point there are 
other ways in which the object in view can be attained. 

The income of the fund No. 2 is at present applied in meeting 
the expenses of the courts and officers, and upwards of £42,000 
is paid in pensions and annual compensations, which are, of 
course, determinable; and there is still a considerable surplus 
yearly. 

Independently of the masters’ salaries the pensions and com- 
pensations payable out of the two funds together amount to 
£56,000 per annum, which represents a capital in 3/. per cent. 
stock of £1,866,600. If, therefore, Government would take on 
themselves the payment of one-third of these terminable pen- 
sions, or £18,666 a year, they would release a capital of 
£622,200 stock, all the objects provided for by the present 
income would still be answered, and there would remain up- 
wards of £669,000 for the security of the suitors in case of any 
possible claim on their part. The Government would pay 
£18,666 per annum, terminable as the lives on which the pen- 
sions depend drop in, which is no very great sum compared with 
the object in view, and probably is not greater in amount than 
the payment in perpetuity which they now make in the shape 
of rent for hired buildings. 

Or annuities might be bought for the lives of the pensioners 
for about half the fund now set apart to answer the annual 
payments, and the remaining half might be applied towards 
the erection of the law courts, Government still guaranteeing 
against any deficiency. ; 

But there is yet another fund (which we will call No. 3) 
still more free. It was commenced some years ago, and has 
arisen from surplus fees paid by the suitors, These were for a 
certain period accumulated to provide against the possible case 
of the fees, which were fixed at the time salaries were appointed 
to the Chancery officers, not continuing sufficient to pay such 
salaries. All fear of this kind has long since passed away, 
and the fund has therefore been raised for a purpose which no 
longer exists. No addition has been made to it for years; and 
the income, not being wanted, is paid over yearly to the 
suitors’ fee fund. This third fund in no way belongs to the 
suitors, and is in no way required. 

There seems at all events no valid reason why Government 
may not take this third fund, and whatever more may be 
required out of the fund No. 2. The amount to be expended 
will depend on the accommodation to be provided; but it ought 
not under any circumstances to exceed £600,000, and it may 
(if necessary) be reduced below that sum. 

At first, every one is startled at the notion of touching the 
snitors’ funds. People fancy that it must be something like 
taking money belonging to other people. It is hoped that the 
above statement will show that sufficient money may be found, 
without appropriating one farthing that any suitor can ever 
claim; and it may be fairly asked how the surplus cash of the 
Court of Chancery can be more legitimately employed than in 
providing suitable accommodation for future suitors? But if 
precedents be required, they are not wanting. The offices of 
the Six Clerks, the Registrar and the Accountant-General, were 
in fact built out of the suitors’ unemployed moneys, under the 
authority of Parliament; and the Act recites “ that it would be 
no injury to the suitors of the court if the same, and also the 
s surplus interest which should arise from the said annuities, 
should be employed in rebuilding and erecting the said several 
offices, and in purchasing such ground as might be necessary.” 
The masters’ offices were built in 1791 out of the same fund; 
and in 1800 the examiners’ and adjoining offices in Rolls-gar- 
dens were also erected out of moneys coming from the same 





source, 
The only possible objection seems to be, that, in consequence 
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of legal reforms, the. fees may be insufficient to meet the ex- 
penses of the courts, and the enormous charge for pensions, &¢. 
But, as there has always hitherto been a considerable surplus, 
there are no grounds on which to rest more than a possibility 
of such an occurrence. The reply is, first, that the pensions, 
&c., amounting to the large sums we have mentioned, must 
decrease (it is calculated they may be expected to do so at the 
rate of about £2,000 per annum); and, secondly, if there were 
any deficiency, it could be but slight and temporary, and Go- 
vernment could well afford to make up any trifling annual 
deficiency (which must cease as the pensions fall in), as the 
price of obtaining so great a boon to the country. In fact, the 
yearly rent they now pay for offices, if invested year by year, 
would form an ample reserve fund. 

The more the constitution of the different funds above 
alluded to is understood and studied, the more clearly it will be 
seen that they can be applied towards the erection of new law 
courts without any injury to the suitors, and that this will be a 
legitimate application of them. Any possible claim must be 
met by the guarantee of the Government, which will never be 
resorted to. 


THE RANK OF SERJEANT-AT-LAW. 


A pamphlet has been published by a member of the Temple, 
from which we learn that an apprehension exists of some pro- 
posal being made for the abolition of the rank of Serjeant. 
The writer speaks only of “a rumour as yet untraced to any 
reliable source;” but he has been moved by it to enter into an 
elaborate investigation of the antiquity of the rank of serjeant, 
and to address to the Lord Chancellor a solemn protest against 
the dreaded innovation. The short extracts which we give from 
this pamphlet may perhaps be read with interest :— 

“The estate and degree of serjeant may be traced to the 
Norman Conquest. In the preface to the 10th Reports Lord 
Coke attributes the existence of serjeants to a period anterior 
to the Conquest. 

“ The rank existed nearly four hundred years before the rank 
of queen’s eounsel was known. 

“Every line of the history of the law and of lawyers is 
pregnant with unimpeachable proof that the rank was to be 
continuous, and not to be made the subject of arbitrary extir- 
pation. If it is to be annulled, why at the present moment? 
Is the office less deserving protection now than it was when the 
appointments were last so judiciously and so recently bestowed? 
Can a public functionary, however exalted, by mere force of his 
own unaided will, suppress an ancient professional and social 
order, recognised by Acts of Parliament, upheld and fostered 
by every Chief Justice from its first institution to the present 
hour? If the Chief Justice cannot annihilate it unassisted, 
can he effect its valid destruction in conjunction with the Lord 
Chancellor? He cannot. 

“ The inquirer naturally asks what reasons are assigned for 
the meditated innovation. Those who affect to afford informa- 
tion give him instead of a reason an undisputed fact. The 
novel fact that the Common Pleas is now open to the whole 
bar. So it has been for fourteen years. 

“Why, if the abolition were needed, did not the legislature, 
when its powers were invoked to open the courts, do what they 
must now be asked to do if the abrogation is to be effectual. 
The Act destroying the exclusivencss of the coif actually 
recognises the continuance and privileges of serjeants. Her 
Majesty's warrant had failed to accomplish the object. The 
Royal mandate of 1833 was disobeyed. Can the Chief Justice 
of the Common Pleas do what was pronounced to be an excess 
of sovereign prerogative? Expediency as well as right forbid 
the abolition, 

“ The unsatisfied inquirer asks if there is any other reason. 
He is told that men competent to be serjeants should be eligible 
to the rank of queen's counsel, Such a response is meaning- 
less. Is one of two independent co-existent grades to be sacri- 
ficed because a fancifal identity in some incidental particular 
can be discovered between them? 

“ Lawyers are proverbially traditionists. This applies pecu- 
liarly to the older attorneys, the heads of firms. They cling 
to the reminiscences and habits of earlier years. They are un- 
willing to dissociate the Common Vleas from the belief that 
causes there should be conducted by those who derive their title 
from the court, After it was opened, while serjeants were 
willing to give an exclusive preference to that tribunal, they 
invariably retained members of the wif, . . . . 

“ One word as to another phase of the inquiry:—It applies 
to 2 clase A men enjoying the full confidence of the pub- 
lic, favourably estimated and respected by the Courts, and 
from whom judges are frequently chosen (there are four now 





on the bench), they are counsel who have survived half a 
century, a moiety of which they have with untiring irre- 
pressible zeal and industry given to the profession. Some of 
these men may be unwilling to incur the hazard of being 
Queen’s counsel; or the rank of the coif may be more con- 
genial to their tastes and habits ; or professional. interest may 
render that rank more desirable. Why are these reasonable de- 
sires not now to be gratified as they have been hitherto for 600 
or700 years? . ... 
“Tt has been suggested that the coif should be conferred on 
none but those entitled to be Queen’s Counsel. <A logician 
would infer from this proposition that those who are so qualified 
are still entitled to claim it. But what law or usage sanctions 
this limitation or restriction? There were serjeants 350 years 
before there were Queen’s Counsel. It is assuming analogy 
where all is contrast. The qualifications for a serjeant are fixed 
by usage and tradition. Who can describe the qualifications to 
entitle a man to a silk gown? re 

“The society of Serjeants’-inn is aquasicorporation. . 

“What, if the society be dissolved, is to become of its real and 
personal estate? The immediate members are merely the fidu- 
ciary inheritors of the accumulations of their predecessors. 
They have no personal interest in or dominion over the funds 
beyond a temporary usufruct. They are as powerless as to 
the alienation of the property as any municipal corporation. 
Being thus destitute of all power of appropriation, recourse 
must be had either immediately or prospectively to the 
Legislature. What must a bill for the purpose recite? 
Would the promoters of it venture to allege as a reason for 
praying parliamentary interposition that the common-law bar 
cannot now and will never again be able to produce men ready 
to take the degree of the coif, of such talent, industry, and repu- 
tation, as would not dishonour the character of the society; men 
who could now and for all time preserve, in unimpaired dignity, 
a society identified with names, great among jurists, great 
among politicians, great in the senate, great in popularity ; 
names which the country will not suffer to die? Among the 
present judges three were serjeants, and within the last quarter 
of a century two serjeants have been lord chancellors, One 
fortunately for the interests of mankind still survives. . . . 

“If no more serjeants are to be appointed, how can the funds 
be retained ? How can they be augmented as they have been 
for ages and were predestined to be augmented? How are they 
to be distributed ? How can they be diverted from their origi- 
nal purpose and destination? Is it intended to propose to Par- 
liament,to abandon the accumulations of 700 or 800 years? . . 

“Tt has even been intimated that the rank of serjeant ought 
to cease, as it may be made an indirect mode of obtaining a 
patent of precedence. ‘This suggestion is certainly not very 
complimentary to the Chancellor, as it assumes he is to exercise 
no discretion in granting patents, but confer them on all 
serjeants indiscriminately who have the presumption to apply 
for the distinction. Why grant patents to unmeritorious 
serjeants more than silk gowns to unmeritorious barristers? 
Why should either be conferred other than on real merit? Or 
why should either be withheld from real merit? . . . « 

“The Lord Chancellor, the most unswervingly consistent 
legal politician of modern times, is no opponent to the rights 
and usages of past ages. It is confidently trusted that he 
will stretch forth a protective hand, that he will raise 
his voice against a needless, unjust, and inexpedient inno- 
vation.” 

——< 


Recent Mecisions in Chancery. 


3ANKING ComMPANY—VoLUNTARY WunpInG-up— REGIB- 

TRATION AFTER CESSATION OF BusINEss—REGISTRAR'S 

CERTIFICATE, 

Re The Northumberland and Durham District Banking Company, 
6 W. RK. 816, 527. 

Numerous intricate points on the construction of the Joint 
Stock Acts of 1856 and 1857 arose on the petition for winding 
up this bank. After it had lost all its capital, stopped payment, 
and ceased to carry on business, it wa¥ registered under the Joint 
Stock Banking Companies Act, 1857. Turner, L. J., agreeing 
with Kindersley, V.C., was of opinion that such registration 
was valid, and within the provisions of the Act, Knight Bruce, 
L. J., being of the contrary opinion; but the Lords Justices conr 
curred in resisting the view suggested b 4 the Vice-Chancello- 
(see ante, 347)—viz. that the mere fact of registration was con- 
clusive as to any objection that the company was one 





within the provisions of the Act, ought not to have been regis 
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tered. Their Lordships considered that, if the company was not 
authorised to be registered, the registrar’s certificate could be of 
no avail. In construing the 6th section of the Act, Turner, 
L. J., was of opinion that the words “ having a capital of fixed 
amount, and divided into shares of fixed amount, legally carry- 
ing on business,” &c., were intended to be merely descriptive of 
the general character of the companies to be affected by the Act, 
and not as indicative of their character at the time when the 
registration took place—and, therefore, that there was no ob- 
jection to the registration of this bank, although it had lost all 
its capital, and had ceased to carry on business before the date 
of its registration. Knight Bruce, L.J., on the other hand, 
thought registration, under such circumstances, was void, if not 
fraudulent. 

The provisions relating to voluntary winding-up under the 
Winding-up Act, 1857, were also very much discussed in this 
case; the order which was ultimately made being for a compul- 
sory winding-up, with liberty to adopt all or any of the pro- 
ceedings under a voluntary winding-up, which was in progress 
when the present petition was presented. 

It is worthy of notice that the Act contains no such pro- 
vision as is to be found in the Bankrupt Consolidation, and 
other similar Acts, viz. that the majority of creditors should 
have power to bind the minority in the choice of proceedings. 
Whether the absence of such a clause is to be regarded as 
intentional, or as a mere inadvertence on the part of the legis- 
lature, is hard to say; inasmuch as the recent crop of statutes 
relating to joint stock companies and their winding-up have 
made inextricable the legal difficulties connected with such 
undertakings. This case presents another illustration in 
point, which was noticed by Turner, L. J., in his judgment. 
“If this case,” said his Lordship, “ be not within the Banking 
Act 1857, it would in any event be within the Winding-up 
Acts 1848 and 1849, and therefore within the Winding-up Act 
1857. Most marvellous it is that the legislature should have 
placed the law in this position, that there being the Acts of 
1848 and 1849, the Act of 1856 is passed for the registration 
and the winding-up of companies, and that Act is amended by 
the Act of 1857, banking companies being introduced into it by 
the Banking Companies Act 1857; and yet the Winding-up 
Acts 1848 and 1849 are not only left standing, but actually 
amended by the Winding-up Act 1857; so that, in truth, we 
have two series of Winding-up Acts passed by the legislature 
in the same year,” which was manifestly not the intention of 
Parliament. 


Pracrice—PLainTIFF’s REsIDENCE—SECURITY FOR Costs. 
Swanzy v Swanzy, 6 W. R. 414. 


It has long been the settled rule of the Court to require a 
plaintiff who appears on the record to be out of the jurisdiction 
(on the application of a defendant), to give security for the 
costs of the suit, and in the meantime the Court directs that all 
proceedings in the suit be stayed. In Lillie v. Lillie (2 Myl. 
& Ke. 404), Lord Cottenkam, then M.R., considered that there 
might be exceptions to this general rule. “ Where it appears 
upon the bill,” said his Lordship, “ that a plaintiff is out of the 
jurisdiction, the defendant is entitled of course to security 
for costs, unless circumstances are distinctly stated, which 
show that the, plaintiff is exempted from the liability to 
give seourity:” e. g. an officer in the army on actual 
service. Where the fact that the plaintiff is out of the juris- 
diction is not disclosed by the bill, it must be established by 
affidavit; and in either case, the defendant must move without 
any delay—after he has acquired the means of information in 
the former case, and in the latter after knowledge of the fact. 
It has been generally considered that if he previously takes any 
step in the cause, he waives his right against the plaintifi. 
There are several cases which show that where the fact appears 
on the bill, an answer by the defendant, or an application for 
time, is treated as a waiver of the security for costs. Of course, 
where the defendant is not informed by the bill of the fact that 

plaintiff is out of the jurisdiction, and he has not otherwise 
learned it before he has put in his answer, he is not debarred of 
his right by having answered; but he is if he has taken any 
material step after notice, In Swaney v. Swansy, tho plaintitt 
Was described as of “ Cape Coast Castle, on the Western Coast 
of Africa, but at present residing in England.” The defendants 
had ied for time to answer, and subsequently learned that 
tiff was about returning to Africa, ‘The question was, 

the statement in the bill was sufficient to affect the 

ts with notice, so as to prejudice their right to require 
feourity, by reason of their having applied for an extension of 
to anawer. Wood, V. C., thought not, inasmuch as the 
could not, upon the simple statement in the bill, 





without further proof, have obtained security for costs. It 
would appear, therefore, that a defendant is not prejudiced by 
a statement in the bill which, though it may be sufficient to put 
him on inquiry as to whether the plaintiff is, and means tocon- 
tinue, within the jurisdiction, yet does not entitle him as of 
right to demand of the defendant security for the costs of the 
suit. 


HusBanp AND Wire—Domicir—ExecuTion or Power. 
Re Daly's Settlement, 6 W. R. 533. 

This case involved one or two points of interest. The facts 
were simple. A married woman had a power over personal 
property, which was to go as she, “by any writing, signed by 
her with her own hand, or by her last will in writing should, 
notwithstanding coverture, and as if she were sole and un- 
married, appoint.” She attempted to appoint by testamentary 
papers signed by her in France, and which constituted a good 
will by the law of that country, but were not attested as 
required by the English law. 

Two main questions arose—first, whether these papers were 
a good appointment “by writing under the hand” of the donee 
of the power; and, secondly, whether they were good as an 
appointment by will. 

The first question was exactly the same as that which was 
decided in Bainbridge v. Smith (8 Sim. 86), and the Master of 
the Rolls, concurring in that view, held that a paper which was 
meant to be testamentary, and would have been a will but for 
defect of formalities, could not be a good execution as a writing 
under hand. The donor had distinguished the two modes of 
execution, and it could not be supposed that under the terms 
of a writing he meant to include testamentary documents which 
he had separately mentioned. 

The other question involved more important considerations. 
The wife had for thirty years been living in France, apart from 
her husband, who was a domiciled Englishman. There had 
been no legal divorce or separation, but the fact of her resi- 
dence was relied on as a ground for applying the law of France 
to her will. ‘The Master of the Rolls held that this argument 
was unsound, it being settled that the wife’s domicil is that of 
her husband, irrespective of the place of her residence. 

One point in the case seems to have attracted but little 
attention. The power said, that the wife might exercise it by 
will as if she were a femme sole. Now, if she had been a femme 
sole, her residence in France would have given her-a French 
domicil, and have made her execution by will effectual. It was 
probably thought, however, that this would have been to refine 
too much on the language of the settlement. 


CONSIDERATION—Nupum Pactum. 
Cheale v. Kerwood, 6 W. R. 494. 

The question, what is a sufficient consideration to support a 
contract, arose in this case in a form which it is rather remark- 
able that the Courts have not long since had to decide. A man 
holds shares on which no present calls are due, but-of such a 
character that it is doubtful whether the future liabilities may 
not exceed all possible profits. He bargains with another to 
take the shares off his hands, giving up the possible dividends 
in order to be relieved from the possible liabilities. Is this a 
voluntary agreement to transfer shares, or is it a contract on 
good consideration? The Master of the Rolls held it to be 
nudum pactum, and refused to decree specific performance. 
The difficulty of the case is, that the consideration is clearly 
good within the terms of the received definitions On this 
point see especially 1 Wms. Saunders, 211 (b). On the other 
hand, if it were held to be a contract on good consideration, it 
would have been almost impossible to deny the same character 
to every voluntary gift of property. All property, observed 
the Master of the Rolls, has some obligations attaching to it, 
If the undertaking of such liabilities were good consideration 
for the transfer, every promise to transfer would be a bargain 
for good consideration. Out of this dilemma the Court chose 
the alternative of holding that “ liabilities inherent in the 
subject matter dealt with, could not of themselves furnish con- 
sideration for the transfer.” The question is one of great 
nicety. Principle soems to lead to one conclusion, while the 
inevitable consequences appear to render the opposite one 
imperative, 

> 


Cases at Common Raw specially Enteresting to Attorneys. 


Law or Huspanp Aanp Wirrs—Errect oF Bankreprcy 
or INSOLVENCY. 
Carr v. Dancan, 6 W. BR, QB, 466, 
The case of Lechwood v, Saiter (5 B. & Ald, 308), established 
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the principle that to a declaration against a husband and wife 
for a debt due from the wife dum sola, his discharge under an 
insolvent act is a good plea. ‘This was determined on the 
authority of Lord Macclesfield, who, in the case of Miles v. 
Williams (1 P. Wms. 257), laid it down that, with reference to 
such a defence, the wife’s debt is to be considered as that of the 
husband—a decision afterwards recognised by Lord Redesdale in 
the matter of M‘Williams (1 Sch. & Lefr. 169). In the first of 
these cases, however, a question was raised, but not determined, 
whether to such a plea it would be a good replication that the 
wife had separate property out of which the debt might be realised ; 
and, in the case under discussion (which was an action against 
husband and wife for the value of work done for the latter be- 
fore her marriage by the plaintiff), this point was urged in 
behalf of the plaintiff, though it had not been raised by the 
pleadings—the case coming before the Court on demurrer to 
the plea. It was held, however, by the Court, that while the 
judgment of the Queen’s Bench, in the case of Lockwood vy. 
Salter, remained unreversed by a court of error, they were 
bound by it, and that they could not as a court of law recog- 
nise the existence of the wife's separate estate; and they, there- 
fore, gave judgment in favour of the defendant. It may be 
observed, with regard to a woman’s ante-nuptial debts, that in 
a case uncomplicated by the insolvency or bankruptcy of the 
husband, her liability for the same revives against her if she 
happens to survive her husband. On the other hand, if during 
the coverture the debt becomes barred by the Statute of Limi- 
tations, such revival will not take place (see Morris v. Norfolk, 
1 Taunt. 212); nor will his acknowledgment, or part payment 
of the debt during the marriage, have the effect of keeping it 
alive as against her in case of her surviving, inasmuch as, during 
coverture, she can make no promise in law, express or implied 
(see Pittam vy. Foster, 1 B.& C. 248, and Neve v. Hollands, 18 
Q. B. 262). It has been suggested that if the creditor were to 
give time to, or take security from, the husband, in respect of 
such a debt, it would be evidence of an agreement to discharge 
the wife from a revival of her liability (see Lush’s Pr. 2nd ed. 
p- 77), but no authority is cited for this proposition. 


APPEAL FROM County Courts—13 & 14 Vict. c. 61, 
s. 14, 
Robins v. Todd, 6 W. R., Exch., 466. 

This was a question as to the cases in which an appeal lies 
from the decision of a county court judge. By 13 & 14 Vict. 
c. 61, s. 14, such appeal is given where one of the parties is 
dissatisfied with the determination or direction of the Court in 
point of law, or upon the admission or rejection of any evidence. 
In the case under discussion, the proceeding in question was an 
interpleader issue tried by the judge without a jury, under 
which it became necessary for him to give judgment whether 
the trustees of the marriage settlement of the execution debtor, 
or the execution creditor, were entitled to certain goods taken in 
execution; and by the case stated on appeal (which was settled 
by the judge), it appeared that he had been influenced in his 
decision of this question by an impression that the property in 
the goods became, for the purposes of the interpleader issue, 
vested in the husband, although partly bought with the trust 
fund, provided they were dealt with by the husband as his 
own. This being wrong in point of law, the Court ordered a 
new trial, following the principle laid down by Maule, J., in 
Cawley v. Furnell (12 C. B. 301), viz. that when it is manifest 
from the facts of the case that the judge, in order to arrive at 
his judgment, must have decided a certain matter of law in a 
certain way, that will be a determination in point of law with 
respect to which an appeal will lie. It was agreed by all the 
Court, however, that unless some point of law could have been 
extracted from the case stated, the appeal would not lie; and 
in the opinion of Martin, B., no sufficient question of law was 
raised or involved therein, and he therefore thought the Court 
had no jurisdiction to entertain the appeal. 


Metroroutan Buitpinc Act — ConstTRUcTION OF THE 
TERM “OWNER” IN THE INTERPRETATION CLAUSE. 
Evelyn v. Whicheord, 6 W. R., Q. B., 468. 

There are few statutes upon which more disputes have arisen 
than upon the Metropolitan Building Act (18 & 19 Vict. c. 122). 
This may partly arise from defects in the construction of the 
statute itself, but in great measure seems to be owing to the 
he renee but necessary interference of the surveyor with 
individual rights, in order to protect the rights of the com- 
munity. Inthe case under discussion, it appeared that A. B. 
being seised in fee of certain lands, let out portions of the 
same on building leases, under which he was to receive for 


of £6, and for the subsequent years during the term a ground 
rent of £12. The builder entered on the ground demised, and 
erected houses thereon, but failed to pay the surveyor’s fees for 
supervising them, and became bankrupt. On this the surveyor 
had recourse to A. B., as “owner” within the meaning of the 
Act, which term is (by s. 3) to apply, among other cases, to 
every person in receipt of the whole or part of the rents or pro- 
fits of any land or tenement. The Court, however, were of 
opinion that A. B. (though he had been ordered to pay by a 
police magistrate) was not an owner within the above defini- 
tion; as when the fees became due he had no profit from the 
premises, but a peppercorn rent only. It would seem to follow 
from this that if the houses had not been erected during the first 
year, but while the ground rent was payable, A. B. would 
have been liable for the surveyor’s fees—a distinction which 
should be well considered by those who let out land on building 
leases. 

ForGery aT Common Law—TEsTIMONIALS—RECEIPTS, 
Reg. v. Moah, 6 W. R., C. C. R., 470. Reg. v. Griffiths, id. 472. 
Both these cases turn upon the true meaning of forgery 
at common law, i.e. that crime when not defined by the 
provisions of any of the numerous statutes, by which par- 
ticular instruments are dealt with and protected—the offence 
of forgery generally being in the books defined to be “ the 
fraudulent making or alteration of a writing to the prejudice 
of another man’s right” (4 Bl. Com. p. 248). In the first of 
the above cases the writing “ fraudulently made” was a letter 
purporting to be signed by one whose recommendation would 
be of weight, by means of which the prisoner obtained a situ- 
ation. Some doubt was entertained by Bramwell, B., before 
whom the case was tried, whether such a writing fell within the 
definition above referred to, and the point was reserved for the 
consideration of the Court, but determined in favour of the 
Crown, on the authority of the case of R. v. Sharman (1 
Dearsley’s C. C. 285), in which a person was held to have 
been rightly convicted at common law for uttering a forged 
certificate of ability, with intent to obtain a situation as 
schoolmaster and to deceive (and see also Toshack’s case, 1 
Den. C. C. 492). The case most in favour of the prisoner is 
that of R. v. Hodgson (7 Cox C. C. 122), in which it was held 
that the prisoner, who had been indicted at common law for 
forging and uttering a diploma of the College of Surgeons, and 
who was proved to have procured one actually issued, and to 
have altered the name and date thereof, so as to make it appear 
to have been issued by the college to himself, and afterwards 
on various occasions to have stated that he was duly qualified, 
was held to have been improperly convicted. That case, how- 
ever, is distinguishable from the one under discussion, by the 
circumstance that there the prisoner had no intention to injure 
or defraud any particular individual, without which the offence 
is not complete. 

In the other case above named (2. v. Griffiths), the prisoner 
had been a station-master, whose duty it was to settle on behalf 
of the railway company with a parcel carrier. In order that he 
might do so, the company had provided the prisoner with 
printed form, on which appeared both the moneys he paid to the 
carrier for collecting and also for delivering the parcels. The 
prisoner having falsely told the carrier that, for the future, he 
was only to be paid for collecting, and not for delivering, con- 
tinued, nevertheless, to charge the company for both; and, in 
order to furnish a voucher, he obtained the acknowledgment of 
the carrier to that part of the printed form which referred to 
the sum charged for collecting; and then proceeded to place 4 
receipt stamp under such acknowledgment, over which he 
wrote, in figures, the whole sum, with which he charged the 
company as money paid by him to the carrier. The conviction 
in this case was affirmed by the Court, without giving any rea- 
sons or hearing counsel on either side; and indeed it is difficult 
to understand the doubt of Mr. Baron Bramwell (by whom the 
case was reserved), as to whether the conviction could be sup- 
ported 

COERCION EXERCISED BY HUSBAND OVER WIFE. 
Reg. v. Smith § Wife, 6 W. R., C. C. B., 471. 

It is a well-known maxim ofMaw, in favour of a married 
woman, that, if she commit a felony (with certain exceptions, 
including treason and murder) in company with her hus' 
she is presumed to have acted under his coercion; and, 
consequently, without any guilty intent, unless the 
distinctly proved. The presum 
erally to felonious cases, has 
been expressly held not to extend to inferior misdemeanours. 








the first year a peppercorn, for the second year a. ground rent 


An exception to it has also been said to prevail, in addition to 
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those above specified, with regard to highway robbery—the 
majority of the Irish judges being of that opinion in Stapleton’s 
case (1 Jebb, C. C., 93). But to this decision that under dis- 
cussion is in principle opposed; for, in the recent well-known 
case of the Rev. S. Smith and his wife, the conviction of the 
latter was reversed, on the ground that as she was not 
shown herself to have inflicted any violence on the prosecu- 
tor, ‘she was protected by the general presumption above 
mentioned. It is true that in the Irish case the indictment was 
for robbery, while in that under discussion it was for feloniously 
wounding with intent to disfigure and to commit grievous bodily 
harm; but no counsel appeared to argue the case, and 2. v. 
Stapleton was not referred to by the Court. The chief autho- 
rity in their minds was probably that of R. v. Cruse (8 Car. & 
P. 541); but there the question whether, if a husband and wife 
jointly committed felonious assault, the latter could be held 
excused by the presumed coercion, was not determined, though 
argued ; yy parties in that case having been eonvieted only of 
an assault. 


PRACTICE—STAYING PROCEEDINGS—SEVERAL ACTIONS 
AGainst OBLIGORS OF Bonp. 


Wheehouse v. Ladbrook, 6 W. R., Exch., 488. 


In this case it appeared that a money bond, to which there 
were five joint and several obligors, having by inadvertence 
become forfeited (the interest for one half-year having been 
allowed to fall into arrear), the obligee commenced actions 
against each. Application was now made to the Court to stay 

ings in all these actions, upon payment by the defendants 
of all the costs, and of the full arrears of interest. The Court, 
however, held that they had no jurisdiction in the matter; for 
if they complied with the application the obligee would be 
deprived of his several judgments to. which he was entitled on 
the forfeiture of the bond. 

This experiment was probably encouraged by the motion to 
stay proceedings, on payment of costs in one action, if bail are 
without sufficient reason sued on their bond severally instead 
of jointly; but the analogy fails, because, in that instance, the 
Courts are clothed with sufficient authority by an express rule 
for the purpose, viz. Reg. Gen. H. T. (Pr.) r. 85. 


cxprmereetilnpetineren 


Cases in the Diborce and Matvi- 
monial Causes Court. 


Peririon—Pieas in ANSWER—REPLICATION—DEMURRER 
—PRACTICE. 


Tourle v. Tourle and Another, 6 W.R. 544. 


Although neither the Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act, 
nox the rules and forms issued thereunder, make any express 
provision for raising questions of law by way of demurrer, yet 
such questions will arise, and this case shows the manner in 
which they may be brought before the Court. The suit was 
for dissolution of marriage instituted by the husband against 
the wife and the paramour on the ground of adultery, which 
was charged to "have been committed on the Ist September, 
1856, and on other days between that day and the 19th Febru- 
ary, 1858. The wife by her answer pleaded, first, a denial of 
the adultery as charged; secondly, that the petitioner deserted 
her without reasonable excuse, on the 4th September, 1857; 
thirdly, condonation ; and fourthly, connivance; and under rule 
15—which ‘requires every answer containing matter other than 
a simple denial of the facts stated in the petition to be accom- 
= by an affidavit verifying such additional matter—she 

led an affidavit verifying only the second plea. The peti- 
tioner in his replication objected to the second plea, that it was 
bad in law; and to the third and fourth, that they were not 
verified by affidavit. With respect to the sscond plea, it was 
argued on one side that the desertion in September, 1857, if 
true, was no answer to adultery committed before that time, 
and that it was therefore bad; on the other side it was con- 
tended, that, although the desertion did not extend over the 
whole ‘period during which the adultery was charged to have 
been committed, yet that the Ys of condonation might be 

applied to the adultery before 
answer as a whole good. But it was decided, that each plea 
should be perfect in itself, and be construed without reference to 
another, and for that purpose it might be confined to a part 
only of the charge made against the respondent; and in the 
present case the second ol should be confined to the adultery 
| to have been committed after the 4th of September, 


This, it will tsb chauried: Whdepting the prineiples of 


@ desertion, and so make thé |, 





pleading which obtain in the courts of common law. As to 
the verification of the third and fourth pleas, it was urged that 
it was unreasonable for a woman to swear to condonation or 
connivance, as she would thereby, by implication, be admitting 
the adultery; but the Court thought that she would not be 
worse off by having to make the affidavit of condonation, than 
by having to prove the plea. ‘The affidavit need not be abso- 
lute in its terms, but might be iz the form that the adultery, if 
any, was condoned. 
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Professional Intelligence. 


COMMISSIONERS’ FEES ON OATHS.—MEETING OF 
SOLICITORS AT BIRMINGHAM. 

At a meeting of attorneys and solicitors (convened, at the 
instance of the committee of the Birmingham Law Society, by 
circulars distributed amongst the whole body of the profession 
practising in Birmingham,) held at the Birmingham Law 
Library on the 30th April, 1858, Mr. Whateley in the chair: 
Present—Messrs. W. S. Allen, Joseph Baker, S. Balden, jun., 
Jesse Bartleet, W. S. Bartleet, B. Chesshire, W. Hare, H. A. 
Holden, G. Jabet, G. F. James, W. Ledsam, W. Lowe, jun., T. 
Martineau, C. E. Mathews, W. Morgan, W. M. Nicholls, T. L. 
Parker, J. Rawlins, H. Reynolds, E. Sargant, C. T. Saunders, 
A. Simcox, J. Stubbin, C. Swinden, J. Walford, J. W. Whate- 
ley, and J. B. York. 

Letters from Messrs. C. M. Ingleby, W. Evans, and A. Ryland, 
approving of the object for which the meeting was called, 
having been read, 

It was Resolved— 

1. That it is desirable, that, on the administering of oaths or 
affirmations, and the taking of statutory declarations, the com- 
missioners engaged therein should always receive the fees pay- 
able thereupon. 

2. That, in the opinion of this meeting, the following is a 
proper scale of fees:— 

Common Law, Insolvency, and County Courts. 





For every oath, or affirmation eos” 
(No fee for marking exhibits.) 
Chancery, Bankruptcy, and Probate Courts. 
For every oath or affirmation ... cas) oe 
For every exhibit as ove ee ky 
Statutory Declarations. 
For every declarant ane sas oss 20 Oh 
For every exhibit 1 0 


The above scale should not apply whee the commissioner 
leaves his office purposely to administer an oath; nor 
should it be applicable to notaries, as such. 

3. That the Secretary of the Birmingham Law Society be re- 
quested to submit the above scale of fees to the Incorporated 
Law Society, and to solicit their opinion whether they are 
regular, and such as should be sanctioned by the profession, 
and to suggest any alterations they consider necessary. 

4. That, when the Secretary shall receive the scale of fees 
from the Incorporated Law Society, he do send a copy of them 
to all the profession in Birmingham; and that the solicitors 
now present do pledge themselves thenceforth to adopt the fees 
in future, and do recommend the same to the profession gene- 
rally. 

5. That a copy of the above resolutions be sent to each mem- 
ber of the profession in Birmingham, with the scale of fees. 

6. That the best thanks of this meeting be given to Mr. 
Whateley for his able and courteous conduct in the chair. 





CHANCERY NOTICE TO SOLICITORS. 

Solicitors are requested, previously to presenting petitions in 
causes commenced subsequently to the first day of Michaelmas 
Term, 1852, to mark thereon the reference to the record 
required by the General Order of 30th day of November, 1855 

If the cause in which any petition may be presented was 
commenced prior to the first day of Michaelmas Term, 1852, 
the solicitor presenting the petition, or his clerk, is requested to 
indorse on the original petition a memorandum or certificate to 
the following effect, that is to say:—‘“I certify that this cause 
was commenced previously to the first day of Michaelmas Term, 
1852,” and to sign the same. 
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Correspondence. 


DUBLIN.—(From our own Correspondent.) 
THE BILL TO FACILITATE THE SALE AND 
TRANSFER OF LAND IN IRELAND. 

Before considering the important Bill lately introduced into 
the Lower House by the Attorney-General for Ireland, having 
for its object the permanent institution of a tribunal for investi- 
gating and renovating titles, it may be as well to advert to the 
present position of the question, so far as the legislature is con- 
cerned. 

In the year 1854, a commission of inquiry into the working 
of the Incumbered Estates Commission was appointed by the 
Crown. That commission contained the names of Romilly, 
Bethell, and Cairns, in addition to those of the most eminent 
Irish lawyers. Early in 1855 their report appeared, recom- 
mending that the system of the Incumbered Estates Court 
should be perpetuated, and the jurisdiction extended to all 
estates, whether incumbered or not. ‘This was proposed to be 
effected by turning the judges of the Incumbered Estates Court 
into Vice-Chancellors, each with a competent staff. In the fol- 
lowing year (1856), a Bill was accordingly introduced, founded 
on this report to a great degree, but containing some other 
clauses, for which the then Attorney-General (Fitzgerald) was 
responsible, and which were inconsistent with the recommenda- 
tions of the report. On these latter clauses discussions arose, 
which impeded the progress of the measure, and resulted in the 
whole subject being referred to a select committee of the Lower 
House. Again were witnesses examined, and again were most 
extensive inquiries made. On the question of the perpetuation 
of the system all were agreed; but, as to the mode of doing it, 
considerable difference of opinion prevailed. The ponderous 
blue book, which records the proceedings of this select com- 
mittee, contains some very valuable and important evidence; 
but its operative part is scanty, the report itself being of the 
most feeble and undecided character. ‘The unpopularity of the 
Irish Court of Chancery, reformed as it professes to be, was 
still such as to render the proposed amalgamation of the two 
courts utterly unpalatable to all but a few Chancery practi- 
tioners. To use the words of a late Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land: “ The House of Commons might listen to a proposition 
for merging the Court of Chancery in the Incumbered Estates 
Court; but to any plan for merging the latter in the former it 
never would listen.” This repugnance to the absorption of a 
popular in an unpopular court was increased when it was dis- 
covered that Mr. litzgerald had purposely worded his “ quali- 
fication of judges” clause in such a way as to exclude one of the 
two judges of the Incumbered Estates Court, to whose distin- 
guished ability and zealous labours the success of that court 
was justly to be ascribed; and, moreover, that he proposed to 
vest the nomination of the chief clerks, not in the judges, but 
in the Crown. Nomination of legal officers by the Crown in 
Ireland merely meant, as was well known, that all the patronage 
was to be jobbed by the Attorney-General. A cloud of suspi- 
cion came over the Bill, and, after some ineffectual attempts to 
clear its character, it was abandoned. Thus ‘ended all notion 
of amalgamation with Chancery. 

Meanwhile the principle of Parliamentary-title, already sup- 
ported by the entire public, and the great majority of both 
branches of the profession, was gaining ground within the 
legislature. The Registration of Title Commission, by giving 
their sanction to that principle, did much to insure its per- 
manence, although they proposed a plan widely different in 
many respects from that which has been in operation in Ire- 
land. At length, it was last year declared, that the then 
Government had resolved on introducing a Bill for perpetuating 
the Incumbered Estates Court, and enlarging its jurisdiction. 

This Bill was drawn in January last, and was actually in the 
printer’s hands, when the change of ministry put an end to it. 
One of the first questions considered by Lord Derby’s Govern- 
ment was, what was to be done with the Incumbered Estates 
Court? And this question admittedly could not be deferred, the 
Act under which the Court exists expiring in July next. 
After slight delay the Attorney-General (Whiteside) announced 
his intention of laying on the table, after Easter, a Bill for 
carrying out the very designs entertained by his predecessors 
in office. It is rather singular, that it should have fallen to 
that learned gentleman’s lot to take charge of a measure 
for uating a system, of which he has hitherto 
prov the most determined enemy. Office, ‘however, 
works changes in the minds of men; and now Mr. 

hiteside, the last of the entire profession to yield assent 
to the perpetuation of this system, is the legislator, who, 











adopting the plans of those who have gone before him, has 
brought in an elaborate Bill of 92 clauses. This is, we suspect, 
destined to be the model of a similar measure for England, if her 
Majesty’s present advisers remain long enough in office. 

The “ Bill to facilitate the Sale and Transfer of Land in Ire- 
land,” brought into Parliament under the respectable auspices of 
Mr. Whiteside, Mr. Walpole, Lord Naas, and Sir H. Cairns, 
shortly recites in the preamble, that “it is expedient to create a 
permanent court for the sale and transfer of land in_ Ireland, 
whether the same shall be incumbered or unincumbered, and to 
invest the said court with other and more extensive powers” 
than those conferred by the Incumbered Estates Acts. It then 
proceeds to constitute a “Landed Estates Court, Ireland,” con- 
sisting of two judges, to be appointed by letters patent, each 
judge to be a barrister of fifteen years, actual practice in the 
superior courts of Dublin. They are to rank with the puisne 
judges of the common law.courts; and it is provided that Com- 
missioners Martley and Longfield (of the Incumbered Estates 
Court) are to be thefirst judges of the Court. The old Court is to 
continue in operation until the 1st day of October next, when the 
“Landed Estates Court” is to come into existence; and on that 
day all matters pending in the Incumbered Estates Court are to 
stand transferred to the new tribunal ; and all moneys, &c., are 
to be transferred to or placed under its control. 

The judges of the new court are then authorised to frame 
and promulgate forms of application ; and are directed, with 
the sanction of the Lord Chancellor, to prepare a code of 
general orders and rules; with a proviso, that, under no order 
or rule so to be made, shall any officer of the Court be enabled 
to receive any fee or sum whatever, except only the sum of 
three-halfpence, payable on attested or office copies of docu- 
ments actually taken out. A similar clause appears in the 
first Incumbered Estates Act ; and it will readily be believed 
that this entire immunity from office fees or charges has had 
some effect in rendering the court popular with the profession. 
Powers are then conferred on the “Landed Estates Court” of 
receiving affidavits, summoning witnesses, enforcing orders, and 
of reviewing or varying orders made by it, or by the Incum- 
bered Estates Court. Proceedings in each matter are to take 
place before one of the judges, according to a routine to be 
settled by them; and every order of a judge is to be subject to 
a direct appeal to the Court of Chancery Appeal (to be brought 
within thirty days); and any decision so made by the last- 
mentioned court is to be subject to an ultimate appeal to the 
House of Lords, 

Then come the sections which confer an enlarged jurisdic. 
tion :—Section 44 empowers the Court to appoint receivers over 
the rents and profits of estates, with such authority over them, 
and over the tenants, &c., as is now exercised by the Court of 
Chancery. Section 45 empowers any person authorised by 
statute 19 & 20 Vict. c. 120 (Leases and Sales of Settled Estates 
Act) to apply to the Court of Chancery, to apply to this Court 
for the sale of a settled estate, all orders and decisions in the 
course of such proceedings to be subject to appeal to the Court 
of Appeal in Chancery. Sections 46 & 47 empower any vendor 
or vendee, under any contract for sale, to present a petition, for 
the purpose of procuring an indefeasible title for the purchaser, 
whereupon the Court shall cause the title to be investigated, 
and shall, if it think fit, ratify the contract, and execute a con- 
veyance; and, on every such application, the Court is enabled 
to exercise all powers at present exercised by the Court of 
Chancery, in respect to specific performance of contracts for the 
sale of land. Section 48 virtually removes all judicial sales of 
land to the new court, as it provides that, whenever any order 
or decree for sale shall be made by a Court of equity, or whenever 
any order for sale shall be made by the Court of Bankruptcy 
and Insolveucy, such sale shall be effected in and by the 
“Landed Estates Court,” and not by the Court of Chancery or 
the Court of Bankruptcy, &c. 

On every such sale the title is to undergo investigation, and 
the conveyance shall be executed by the new court. The Bill 
next provides for the application of purchase-money when the 
sale takes place in pursuance of an order in Chancery or Bank- 
ruptcy. 

The next part of the Bill is both novel and important. It 
proxies that when any owner ofan estate shall desire to 

ve his title investigated by the Court, and a judicial declara- 
tion made of its goodness, with a view to future sale, mortgage, 
or registration, on an application for that purpose, the Court 
shall investigate the title, and, if it appear sati , shall 
issue a written declaration in the form specified; which declara- 
tion shall have the effect of establishing the title, precisely as 
though the estate had been indefeasibly conveyed bythe Court 
toa purchaser. This original declaration may then be taken to 
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the General Registry of Assurances, and registered there, in all 
respects as though it were a conveyance. It may doubtless be 
objected to this clause that it will be taken advantage of for 
fraudulent purposes. As there will be no change of possession, 
the owner in such case can scarcely have any other motive for 
obtaining such judicial declaration of title than a desire to get 
rid of claims which ought to prevail against him. When an 
estate passes into the hands of a bonf fide purchaser, he 
has a fair claim to hold it free of all demands what- 
ever; but when the owner himself seeks a declaration of 
title to protect himself against his own acts, or the 
acts of his ancestors, the case is very different. However, 
this clause is obviously drawn with a view to carrying out 
some of the recommendations of the Registration-of-Title Com- 
mission; and it will doubtless undergo very ample discussion 
in both Houses of Parliament. The remainder of the Bill calls 
for little remark, as most of the clauses are taken from the 
Incumbered Estates Acts. They relate to the powers of the 
Court as to sales, conveyances, tenancies, partitions, exchanges, 
payment of incumbrances, redemption of crown-rents, costs, 
arrears of rent, investment of purchase-moneys, &c. It remains 
to glance at the mode in which it is proposed to render the new 
court self-sustaining. 

The expenses of the Incumbered Estates Court are defrayed by 
an annual vote of Parliament, no fees or payments of any kind 
being received from suitors. In order that the country may no 
longer be taxed for the benefit of such landowners as desire to 
participate in the benefits of “ Parliamentary Title,” it is pro- 
posed by the new Bill that a duty shall be levied upon every 
estate which shall be sold or conveyed, or of which a partition, 
exchange, or division shall be made, or of which the title shall 
be verified by declaration, such duty to be levied in such man- 
ner as the Court shall appoint, and, when purchase-money is 
lodged in Court, to be a first charge on such purchase-money. 
‘The rate of duty is to be ten shillings per cent. on the gross 
value, when such value shall be less than £10,000, and £1 per 
cent. when the value shall be over that sum. The second 
method proposed of relieving the nation from an annual grant 
for maintenance of the Court, is to make an agreement with 
the Bank of Ireland, or with some other bank if necessary, for 
an allowance of interest on cash lodged in such bank to the 
credit of the various estates. Of course it is not probable that 
the accounts would be removed to any other than the Govern- 
ment bank; but it seems reasonable that some compensation 
should be made for these large floating balances (generally 
amounting to half-a-million sterling); and it is considered that 
the moderate allowance of one per cent. on such balances would 
defray one-half of the annual expense of the Court. 

If the important measure, of which an outline has been given, 
becomes law, it will undoubtedly result in an accession of busi- 
ness to the Court, especially as the jurisdiction will be enlarged 
by admitting unincumbered estates, by the appointment of 
receivers, and by the issuing of declarations of title. It cer- 
tainly seems strauge that the working power of the Court 
should be diminished by continuing two only of the present 
judges—one of whom (Mr. Martley) has been but very recently 
appointed. The remaining judge of the Incumbered Estates 
Court, Mr. Commissioner Hargreave, Q. C., whose abilities and 
exertions more than justify the elaborate panegyric pronounced 
on him by the Attorney-General on introducing the Bill, is to 
retire on full salary, until her Majesty has occasion for his ser- 
vices in England. His departure from the scene of his labours 
will long be a source of regret to the profession; for they know 
well that to him, more than to any other individual, is to be 
attributed the successful working of a once unpopular, but now 
indispensable system—that to him is mainly due the practical 
solution of the chief difficulties surrounding the question of 
land transfer. 


COUNSEL IN COUNTY COURTS. 
To the Editor of Tu Soxicrrors’ Journat & Reporter. 

Sir,—Having looked forward with interest for a reply to 
the communication of Mr. Sworder, pubiished in your journal 
of the 8th instant, as to the exclusive employment of counsel 
in county courts in cases above £20, I was somewhat disap- 
pointed on perusing the letter of “A Solicitor,” which appeared 
in the Journal of the 15th instant, at finding it did not supply 
the information required. Mr. Sworder’s express object was to 
ascertain whether any such rule as that laid down by Mr. Koe 
in the county court of which he is the presiding judge, to the 
effect above referred to, had been adopted in any other court. 
‘The reply given by “A Solicitor” is, “ of course, no such rule 
has been Tad down in any other court.” So general an asser- 
tion is manifestly usive, because it is most improbable 





that either he, or any other individual attorney, should possess 
the requisite knowledge to enable him to make it. 

Further, he says that Mr. Koe “looks upon our branch of 
the profession with a jealous eye,” but he does not mention any 
grounds for this conclusion; and, in justice to Mr. Koe, who as 
@ judge cannot well address you on the subject, I must say, that, 
as far as my observation has extended, from having attended 
one of his courts for nearly two years, his conduct towards the 
attorneys who practise therein does not justify any such re- 
mark, 

Pray let the question put by Mr. Sworder be considered for 
the present unanswered, and if you are not furnished with any 
instances of a like rule having been established elsewhere, it 
may serve the interests of both branches of the profession to 
discuss generally the propriety of it. 

Paternoster-row. S. C. 

COUNTY COURTS—ATTORNEYS’ COSTS. 
To the Editor of Tue Soricrrors’ JouRNAL & REPORTER. 


Sir,—As there appears to be some doubt raised upon the 
construction of the 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, s. 91, as to whether or 
not an attorney is entitled to the fee of 10s. in actions above 
£2 and not exceeding £5, I shall be glad if any correspondent, 
who may be better informed upon the subject than myself, 
will favour me with his opinion, as it is a matter which 
materially affects practitioners in the county courts, and in 
that way touches the pocket of most of them. From my own 
construction (and I may be wrong) I cannot place any other 
meaning upon that portion of the section referred to than that 
up to £2 we are not entitled to anything; but in actions ex- 
ceeding £2, and not exceeding £5, we are entitled to 10s., and 
above £5, the sum of 15s.; and if that is not the correct con- 
struction, I really cannot make out what it means. I must 
say, however, in conclusion, that the section might have been 
expressed more clearly.— Yours respectfully, 

King’s Lynn, May 17, 1858. JoHn Nurse CHADWICK. 


County Courts—CouNsEL. 

In our county court held at this town, our excellent judge, 
Mr. Cooke, has made no alteration as to the discretion of 
attorneys in employing counsel in actions above £20, and has 
hitherto not interfered with our undoubted right in that re- 
spect; nor does he in ary way contemplate such a step, so far 
as Ihave been made aware of his intentions. At the same 
time I would suggest some step being taken by your corre- 
spondent to test the validity of such a rule. J.N.C. 


PRIZES FOR EXAMINATION. 

To the Editor of Tue Soricrrors’ JourNaL & REPORTER. 

Sr1r,—Would it not be a good plan to give the candidates who 
pass a good examination something more substantial than a 
prize?—say a commission for affidavits in Chancery and the Pro- 
bate Court, or even one for taking the acknowledgments of 
married women. This could easily be done, if the Incorporated 
Law Society would recommend the candidates to the judges as 
worthy of the honour; and many would, I am sure, strive for 
the commission who would not for the prize—Your obedient 
servant, B. W. 

inte —<——_———- 


Rebiew. 


Chancery Acts and Orders, with copious Notes, containing a Sum- 
mary of every reported Decision thereon up to the present time. 


By G. 0. Moraan, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Wildy & Sons. 

1858. 

There is a confidence in the title of this book which is rather 
calculated to provoke criticism. A man who professes to have 
laid his hands upon every reported decision applicable to his 
subject, claims credit for an amount of industry and accuracy to 
which few mortals attain. Mr. Morgan’s preface carries his 
pretensions still higher, for not only does he repeat that he has 
included every case within the scope of the work reported 
before Easter Term, 1858, but he tells us that the later or more 
important cases have been cited, not only from the authorised 

ports, but from those of the Lew Journal, the Jerist, the 

Teekly Reporter, the Law Times, and the now abandoned Equity 
Reports. The different reports have, it is said, been carefully 
collated, and the general result of every case succinctly stated, 
We have taken some little pains to test the accuracy of these 
assurances, Of course we cannot pretend to have gone through 
all the decisions, some 1200 or more, on the new practice; but 
we have looked for omissions where they seemed most likely to 
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occur, and our discoveries have been so extremely meagre that 
we were obliged to give up the search in despair, and to resign 
ourselves to the conviction that, as an index of cases on the 
modern procedure of the Court, the book is substantially per- 
fect. Rawlins v. M‘Mahon (1 Drew, 225), a case on the 44th 
section of the new Act, is in fact the only omitted decision we 
have found of which it can be said that it certainly ought to 
have been noticed. Collinson v. Lister (20 Beav. 355), might 
perhaps have found a place, though it is scarcely to be called a 
decision on the new practice. Altogether the book is a marvel 
of pains-taking accuracy, and may be used with the most per- 
feet confidence as a sure guide through the intricacies intro- 
duced by the great change in the Court of Chancery, which 
dates from 1852. 

The book is in form one of those compilations of statutes 
and orders which have been found so convenient in actual 
business as in great measure to have superseded more formal 
and exhaustive treatises on the practice of the Court. The 
plan is one which has been acted on very successfully by Mr. 
Shelford and others; but the rapid growth of reported cases as 
the practice settled down rendered a new work necessary, to 
bring up the whole law to its condition at the present time. 
This is what Mr. Morgan has effectually done by the terse and 
yet ample notes which accompany every section and every 
order which has been made the occasion of any reported 
decision. The usefulness of this little work will be readily 
seen from an examination of the statutes and orders which it 
contains. First, there are the Trustee Acts, treated even more 
completely than in Mr. Tripp's Forms, which curiously enough 
was hitherto about the best book to refer to for information 
on the interpretation put upon the clauses of these statutes. 
The Trustee Relief Act has been rather less fertile in litigated 
questions, but even on this subject, the number of small practical 
points accumulated in Mr. Morgan's notes is very considerable. 

Besides these statutes, there is Sir George Turner’s Act, and 
the Leases and Sales of Settled Estates Act, on both of which 
several decisions have been reported. But the staple of the 
work is, of course, the Chancery Acts of 1852, and the Orders 
from 1852 to 1858, by which the practice has been moulded. 
This part of Mr. Morgan’s labours deserved the most careful 
examination, as it is that on which the utility of his publication 
must chiefly depend. We have no fault to find with it. It is 
evidently compiled with the utmost care, and with a brevity 
which is always extremely grateful to those who take up a 
book for reference and not for study. 

One circumstance, to which we have already alluded, has 
added greatly to the value of the notes, and that is, that the 
references are given to all the reports, and not merely to those 
which, though alone regarded as authorised, have not been by 
any means the most complete in practice cases. In general the 
exact weight of a case is given by Mr. Morgan with discrimi- 
nating care, and it is seldom that there is anything to except 
to in his summary. A late case of some importance is, how- 
ever, we think, made somewhat stronger than it really 
was. We refer to Wightman v. Whielton (23 Beav. 397), 
which is given in support of the unqualified statement 
(note at page 135) that on a motion for decree a de- 
fendant may be cross-examined on his answer. But the case, 
although containing 2 dictum to that extent, did not decide the 
point, whick in fact did not arise; and as there is no reported 
case in which it appears that a defendant has been cross-ex- 
amined on his answer, the statement in Mr. Morgan’s note 
strikes us as being somewhat too broadly put. The real point 
decided is no doubt added. It was that a defendant who re- 
fases to be cross-examined on a motion will not be allowed 
to read his answer. Again, in the summary of Nicholson v. Gibb, 
at p. 185, Kindersley, V. C.. is made to say that where both 
plaintiff and defendant had become bankrupt, assignees could 
not be added by amendment. All that the Vice-Chancellor 
did decide was, that a supplemental statement was not admis- 
sible, and at the same time he is reported to have said that there 
was no doubt power to make partics by amendment, but that 
it was a most objectionable and anomalous proceeding. This 
dictum is very far short of what Mr. Morgan has founded upon 
it. In Heath v. Lewis, and Hart v. Tak, noticed in p. 185, Mr. 
Morgan also fails to give the true bearing of the decisions, 
although there is no positive mis-statement in his version, He 
sect, however, t treat the isolated dictum in Hart v. Tulk as 
laying down the proper course, whereas it has never been acted 
on, ant is supposed to be the case referred to by Kindersley, 
V. €., in Commerall 7, Hall, when he waid that the course sug- 

proved 9 impracticable that the supplemental state- 
to be taken off the file, The very minute nature of 
the highest compliment we could pay 





to the author. We have not found him at fault in any sub- 
stantial point, which is more than we are often able to say of 
any book on the dry details of the law. 


~~ 
cay: 


Parliamentary Proceedings. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, May 17. 
TRUSTEES, MoRTGAGEES, &c., BILL. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, May 20. 
Law REFORMS. 

The ATroRNEY-GENERAL gave notice that on Thursday, 
the 3rd of June, he would move for leave to bring in a Bill to 
consolidate the statute law of England relating to offences 
against the person; also, six other Bills to consolidate, the 
criminal statute law of England; and, in the event of the 
above Bills being read a first time, he would move on an early day 
after Whitsuntide to refer such Bills to a select committee, to 
report upon such Bills, and upon the expediency and practica- 
bility of combining the amendment of the statute law with the 
consolidation thereof; also, upon the expediency of the appoint- 
ment of a board for the consideration ard revision of all Bills 
for the consolidation and amendment of the statute law, and of 
all other Bills that might be referred to such board. Also that 
he would move on the same day for leave to bring in a Bill to 
amend the law relating to the wills of British subjects resident 
or domiciled abroad, and to the granting of administration to 
the estates and effects of such persons dying intestate; and for 
leave to bring in a Bill to enable persons to establish their 
legitimacy by the judgment of a court of law, and in like 
manner their right to be regarded as natural-born subjects of 
Great Britain, and to extend the jurisdiction of the Court for 
Divorce and Matrimonial Causes. 


Common Law Procepure Act AMENDMENT BILL. 
Mr. ATHERTON moved the second reading of this Bill. 
CHANCERY AMENDMENT BILL, 
This Bill was read a third time and passed, 








Pending Measures of Law Reform. 


COMMON LAW PROCEDURE ACT AMENDMENT 
3ILL, 
(Mr. Atherton.) 

Recites that doubts have arisen as to the extent of the power 
of equitable interference of the superior courts of common law 
under the provisions of the C. L. P. A., 1854, and ft is expedient 
to remove such doubts, and still further to assimilate the juris- 
diction and practice of such courts to the jurisdiction and prac- 
tice of courts of equity :— 

1. In all cases in which the Court of Chancery has 
jurisdiction to entertain an application for the specific perform- 
ance of any covenant, contract, or agreement, it shall be lawful 
for any of the superior courts of common law to entertain and 
adjudicate upon such application, and to exercise the same 
jurisdiction which the Court of Chancery now exercises in such 
cases; and such application may be made and enforced by action 
of mandamus in the manner provided for by the ©, L. P. A, 
1854. 

2. In all cases in which the Court of Chancery has jurisdic- 
tion to entertain an application for an injunction against 4 
breach or threatened breach of any covenant, contract, or 
agreement, or against the commission or continuance of any 
wrongful act, it shall be lawful for any of the superior courts of 
common law, or for any judge thereof, to entertain and adjudi- 
cate on any such application or claim for an injunction, and to 
exercise the same jurisdiction that the Court of Chancery now 
exercises in such cases; and such spplication or claim for an 
injunction may be made and enforced in the manner 
for claiming and enforcing writs of injunction by the ©, L, P. A., 
1854. j 

3, The courts of common law shall, by way of plea, — 
tion, or in any other manner to be rovided for by the rules of 
the said courts, give tho same relief, absolute, conditional, or 
other, in actions of ejectment and all other actions and 
ings in any of the said courts, as the Court of Chancery is now 
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or shall hereafter be empowered to give in like cases ; and th® 
said courts of common law may provide and direct such reli 
by decree, judgment, order, or otherwise, and make and enforce 
the same, in like manner as the Court of Chancery is now 
or shall hereafter be empowered to direct, make, and enforce the 
like decrees, judgments, orders, or other proceedings, and for 
that purpose exercise the same jurisdiction, and have the same 
powers which the Court of Chancery now exercises and has, or 
may hereafter be empowered to exercise and have, in such 
pases. 
4. It shall be lawful for any of the superior courts of common 
law, or any judge thereof, in any action of ejectment already 
commenced or to be commenced after the passing of this Act, 
and at any stage of such action, to make an order restraining 
the setting up of the legal title, and directing the real title to be 
tried in such ejectment, in any case in which it shall be made 
appear to the satisfaction of such court or judge that a decree 
or order to the same effect would be pronounced by the Court of 
Chancery upon application made for the purpose of having a 
party restrained from setting up the legal title, but upon such 
terms or conditions as to the said Court or judge shall seem 
just. 

' 5. For the purpose of carrying this Act into effect, it shall be 
lawful for the said courts of common law, or any judge thereof, 
to refer to any one of the masters or officers of the said courts 
any matters to be inquired into or reported upon, or otherwise 
dealt with, which the Court of Chaucery or any judge thereof 
may refer to the chief clerks or any of its officers ; and such 
masters and officers of the said courts of common ‘law shall 
have the same powers and jurisdiction in such matters as the 
chief clerks or other officers of the Court of Chancery now have 
and exercise or may hereafter have or exercise in like matters ; 
and parties and witnesses may be summoned to attend and give 
evidence before such masters and ‘officers in the manner to be 
provided by the rules to be made as hereinafter mentioned ; 
and the said masters and officers are hereby empowered to ad- 
minister an oath and receive affirmations to and from all 
persons so attending before them ; and further, it shall be 
lawful for any of the said courts of common law, or any judge 
thereof, to refer any of the matters over which jurisdiction is 
conferred upon the said courts or judge by this Act or the C. L. 
P. A., 1854, and which before the passing of these Acts were 
cognizable before the Court of Chancery, to any of the chief 
clerks or officers of the Court of Chancery, and in any such 
matters to take the opinion of any of the conveyancing counsel 
nominated by the Lord Chancellor, and to obtain the assistance 
of accountants, merchants, engineers, actuaries, or other scien- 
tific persons, in the same manner as the Court of Chancery, or 
any Judge thereof, now does in like matters: provided, that the 
said masters and officers of the said courts of common law shall, 
unless the court or judge otherwise order or the parties consent, 
inquire into such matters by the oral examination of witnesses 
and parties, and not on affidavits, depositions, or other written 
proofs, or on written interrogatories. 

6. This Act and the C. L. P. A., 1854, shall be construed as 
one Act, and on all judgments, orders, and decrees, and the like 
proceedings given or made by any one of the said courts of com- 
mon law under this Act or the C. L. P. A., 1854, error may be 
brought as on a special case by virtue of the C. L. P. A, 1854. 

7. Judges of courts of law to make rules, &c. 

8. Rules and orders to be laid before Parliament. 

9. It shall be lawful for any of the snperior courts of common 
law, or any judge thereof; to sit, with the assistance of any judge 
of the Court of Chancery, upon the request of the Lord Chief 
Justice or Lord Chief Baron, as the case may be, if any such 
judge of the Court of Chancery shall find it convenient to attend 
upon such request, 

10. Commencement of Act. 


a ee 


Court Papers. 


Chancery Orders. 


TRANSFER OF CHANCERY CAUSES. 

May 8, 1838. 
Whereas, from the present state of the veseow he ys the Vice-Chan- 
cellors Sir John Stuart nen Sir William Pago pee weg te itis 
of the Causes ain thy sy hea before the 
Wood should be transferred t to the Vice- 
‘ow I do hereb. Bd that the thee 
wle hereunto subjoined be accord 
before the V 


corr Wiliam Page Wao tote Dosh Pad tea tr tenn eis 
(Signed) Cuetusrorp, C, 


Chancellor Sir John Stuart, 
jam pa entioned in'the Se! 
Chan. 





. 





ScHEDULE. 


Taylor v. Taylor (Cause) 

Norris rv. Allen (Mtn. for dec.) 
Harrison v. Pennell (do.) 
Blackmore v. Powell (do.) 
Harcombe v. Berryman (Cause) 
Lane v. Page (Mtn. for dec.) 
Helling v. Lumley (do.) 


The Collins Company v. Reeves (do.) | 


Ross v. Simson (do.) 
Lister v. Firth (do.) 


(Signed) 


Court of 


| Lister v. Leather (do.) 
| Lister v. Clough (do.) 
| Aylett v. Pontin (do.) 
| Jones v. Pinder (do.) 
Martin rv. Blackmore (do.) 
Haviland v. Mortiboy (Cause) 
| Gresley v. Mousley (do.) 
Rayner v. Harford (Mtn. for dec.) 
| Potter v. Potter (do.) 
' Swinburne v. Campbeil (do.) 
CHELMsFoRD, C, 


Chancery. 


CAUSE LISTS.—Trinity Term, 1858. 


4" The following abbreviations 


have been adopted to save space :— 


A, Abated—Adj. Adjourned—A. 7. After Term—App. Appeal—C. D- 


Cause 


Day—Cl. Ciaim—Csts. Costs—D. Demurrer—-Ex. Exceptions—F. ¢- 


Further Consideration—F. D. Further Directions—Mtn. Motion—P. C. Pr- 
Confesso—/l. Plea—Ptn. Petition—R. Rehearing—S. 0. Stand over—SAt 


Short. 


LORD CHANCELLOR anp LORDS JUSTICES. 
APPEALS. 


Somersetshire Coal Canal Company | 


v. Harcourt 
Wellesley v. Mornington ) 
Mornington v. Wellesley ) 
Lace v. Lee 
Whitley v. Lowe (Part heard) 
Vint v. Padgett 
Brown v. 
lington Railway Company 
Austen v. Boys 
Davison rv. Robinson 
Sturgis v. Morse 
Parker v. Taswetl 
Johnson v. Fesenmeyer 


The Stockton and Dar- | 


Attorney-Gen. v. West 

Davies v. Nicholson 

Denton v. Manners 

Wall cv. Colshed 

| Parker rv. Taswell 

Whitmore ve. Lane 

Ewart v. Williams } 

Williams v. Ewart } 

| M‘Larty c. Middleton 
Davies c. Nicholson 
Cope v. Doherty 

| Tassell e. Smith (Sp. C.) 

Lioyd v. Attwood 

Booth v. Brooke 





CaUsEs. 


King v. Roe (Fur. hearing—Ist day 
of Appeals) 

Alston v. Eastern Counties Railway 
Company (Cause) 


Williams rc. The St. George’s Har- 
bour Company (Mtn. for dec.) 
Reade ve. Lowndes (F. C.) 





MASTER OF 


THE ROLLS. 


Causes, &e. 


Parnell v. Parnell (Mtn. for dec.) 

Olver v. Simpson (do.) 

Davy v. Tremlett (F. C.) 

Owen v. Hinchcliffe (Mtn. for dec.) 

Benyon v. Amphlett (do.) 

Bickerstaffe v. Warbrick (Cause) 

Redfern r. Batho (Mtn. for dec.) 

Lyddon v. Moss (Cause, May 24) 

Bellhouse v. Still (Mtn. for dec. 
May 26) 

Boldero v. The East India Company 
(Cause, May 26) 

Glover v. Weedon (Mtn. for dec.) 

Paine v. Chitty (do.) 

Chitty e. Paine (do.) 

Attorney-Gen. v. 
Company (do.) 

Huxtable v. Shelton (do.) 

Hopwood v. Huxtable (do.) 

Robsen ¢, Clasper (do.) 

Rolt v. Hopkinson (Cause) 

Kidd v. Wilkinson (Mtn. for dec.) 

Walker v. Storks (F. C. & Ptn.) 

Meek v. Shuftiebotham (Cause) 

Blandy v, Kimber (Adj. from Cham- 
bers) 

Paine v. Stiles (Mtn. for dec.) 

Millward e. Jones) » 

Lyster v. Jones } ~*~ 

Cator ve. Townsend (Mtn, for dec.) 

Wood v. Boucher (F. C.) 

Williams e. Gardner (Cause) 

Bull », Comberback (Mtn. for dee.) 

Cauthorne ¢. Drury (do.) 

Beaver v, Nowell (Cause) 

Spence v, Handford (F.C) 

Neale e, Bacon (Mtn, for dee.) 

Croft «. D’ Andria (do) 

Fitzsimons ev. Fitzsimons (do.) 

Wotton e, Whittingham (F.C) 


Grove ¢. Price (F.C. & 2 sums, to} 


vary certificate) 
Weatherhead ¢. Garnet (Sp. case) 
Duncan ¢, Shuter (F.C) 
Parker e. Sayle (Mm, for dee.) 
Elletson e. Eletson (:o.) 
Powell . Tindall (do.) 
Muir e, Jolly (Cause) 
Attorney ant #. Rehester Cor. | 

tion (F.C. 

Whitcher «, Watson (Mtn, for dee.) 
Harrison ¢. Thexton (do.) 


Norfolk Railway | 


Mansergh r. Campbell (Mtn. for de.) 
| Moulton ce. Edmonds (Cause) 

| Medley ve. Spence (Mtn. for dec.) 

| Angell v. Copping (do.) 

| Semple ec. Ellis (do.) 

| Pole v. Joel (de.) 

| | Capell v. Hyatt (F. C.) 

| Clayton er. St. John (Mtn. for dec.) 
i Morris vr. Parrott (F.C) 
| Dawson vr. Eltiett (Mtn. for dec.) 

| Payne v. Little (F. C.) 

| Little v. Greville (do.) 

| Phillipson e. Turner [2] (do.) 

Knight ¢. Pocock (do.) 

Inglesant vr. Mowbray (C1.) 

Caterer ¢. Mellor (F.C.) 

Tingle r. Shields (de.) 

Butcher e. Ion (Mtn, for dec.) 

Gore e. Pearce (CL) 

Bridger ¢. Bridger (F. C.) 

London and North-Western Railway 
Company e. Warrington and Steck- 
port Railway Company (Mtn. for 
dec.) 

Darke e. Williamson (do.) 

Ward ev. Tyrrell (F.C. 

In re Geo. Rutter, a fr. GQ & 





Chester e. Rolfe sams. to 
Rolfe e. Chester vary Crts.) 
In re Cramp ] (F.C) 
Cramp e. Bryant } ‘"* 
Lampray ec. Ewing (Mtn. for dec.) 
Brown e. Brown (F. C.) 
Thompson e. Dagazon (Mtn. for dec.) 
Horton e. Brocklehurst (Cause) 
} Dyer e, Goodwin (Mtn, for dee) 
j Wright e. Brown (do) 
| Cole e, Willard (Cause) 
In re Hogarth VCR. Cc. from 
| Hogarth e. Hogarth |. chambers) 
Pollard e. Poland (F.C) 
The Prince of Wales Assurance Com- 
| pany ¢. Pahver (Mita. for dee) 
| Fletcher ¢. Evans (da) 
| Jolitte e. Twyford (do.) 


Bari — e Philp (do.) 
| Tn re Mousley 
Gregory e Teuney} (F.C) 


—o a Rawards (ita, fer 

fre Gidds eA c & samas. 
Gibbs kept A: 

| Willen Rich (Mtn. oe ) 

a ae 

| ® Brabaa (F.C) 

Lay & ¢ 

Little « Arthur (F.C) 

















tty. eae Nite. spain: ahem, 
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Vice-Cuancettor Str RICHARD T. KINDERSLEY. 
Causes, &c. 


Lord rv. Colvin (Cause) 
Colvin v. Lord (Cause) 


te 
Barton v. Colvin = ( part 
Lord v. Coivin g heard 
Lord v. Colvin a 
Lord e. Colvin Ea 


Moorhouse v. Colvin (Cause) 

Munger v. Moores (Cause) 

Gibbs v. Knight (Mtn. for dec.) 

Champion v. Long (Cause) 

Higginson v. Blockley (do.) 

Thompson v. Fullwood (Mtn. for dec.) 

Boyle v. Ibbotson (Cause) 

M‘Intosh ve. M‘Intosh (Mtn. for dec.) 

Cream v. Cream (Cl.) 

Gray v. Dowman (Mtn. for dec.) 

Molyneux v. Molyneux (Cause) 

Eldridge rv. Eldridge (do.) 

Stockwell v. Perfect (Mtn. for dec.) 

Groux’s Improved Soap wa (do.) 
v. Hayward i 

Butler v. Harwood (do.) 

Lawrence v. Maule (Ex. to rept.) 

Lawrence v. Maule (F. D. & Csts.) 

Haller v. Dean (Mtn. for dec.) 

Dendy v. Dendy (do.) 

Bank of London v. Hartley (do.) 

Farmer v. Stanford (Cause) 

Sloper v. Cottrell (do.) 

Cope r. Evans (Mtn. for dec.) 

Goold ¢. Duisson (do.) 


Kennedy v. Walford (do. 
Sharman v. Rudd (F. C. ‘. Mtn. to 
vary Cert.) 
Le Hunt v. Webster (Cause) 
Mildmay v. Methuem (F. C.) 
Loosely v. Sell (do.) 
Wright v. Wilkin (Cause) 
M‘Mahon v. M‘Mahon ~ Cc. oe rag 
In re Shard Parting- des 
ton v. Reynolds “Chamber & 
Orange v. Pickford (Cause) 
Pratt v. Cooper (F. C ek 
i : (F.C. & sums. 
Parr v. Lovegrove } ¢) vary Cert.) 
Potter v. Parry (do.) 
Esdaile v. Neale (F. C.) 
Buxton v. Roberts (do.) 
Turner vc. Maniere (Mtn. for dec.) 
King v. Forder (F. C.) 
Parsons v. Coke (do.) 
Lady Sherson v. Earl of Harrowby 
(Cause) 
Robinson v. Wood (Mtn. fur dec.) 
Herridge v. Hunt (do.) 
In re Campbell 4 i 
= (F. C. adj. from 
—" * ( ‘Chambers) 
Thornton ¢. Inglis (Mtn. for dec.) 
Baillie v. Baillie (do.) 
Waring v. Day (do.) 
Mackelow v. Dadswell (Cl.) 





Vice-CuANcELLon St Si 2 JOHN STUART. 
Causes, &c. 


Dennis r. Borrett (D.) 

Mitcheil v. Bariee (Cause) 

Watson v. Bentham (F. D. & ests.) 

Redhead v. rong (Mtn. for 
dec.) ) 

M'Donald c. Richardson (do.) 

Richardson v. Martin (do.) 

Prole r. Soady (do.) 

Kemp v. Rose (Cause) 

M‘Eachen vc. M‘Eachen (Mtn. for 
dec.) 

Leighton vr. Knigzht’(do.) 

Ross v. Ely (¥. C.) 

Hawks vc. Barlee (Mtn. for dec.) 

Woodcates rv. Obbard ‘do.) 

Hawkins v. Hawkins (do.) 

Eaton vr. Eaton (Cause) 

Eaton ¢. Eaton (do.) 

Attorney-Gen. c. Hanmer (do.) 

Tanner cv. Lechmere (Mtn. for dec.) 

Tindall c. Powell (Cause pt. hd.) 

Evans v. Jennings (Mtn. for dec.) 

Lioyd v. Alicock (Cause) 

St. Margaret’s Hospital vr. Westmin- 
ster Improvement Commissioners 
(Mtn. for dec.) 

Grey Coat Hospital v. The West- 
minster Improvement Com- 
missioners (do.) 

Lamb v. Langley (do.) 

Eccles ¢. Wood (do.) 

Jones r. Humphreys (do.) 

Cook rv. Sturgis (Cause) 

Dobingon v. Armstrong (Mtn. for 
dec.) 

Cradock ¢. Cradock (do.) 

Frayne r. Gummer (F. C.) 

Gillott r. Beakley (F. D. & ests.) 

Austin c. The Lambeth Vestry (Mtn. 
for dec.) 

Bushby 7. Graham (F. C.) 

Burdon rc. Burdon (do.) 

Peckett r. Juggins ax for dec.) 

Johns r. Coryton (F. 

Mailthy v. Poole ( Mtn. SS ae) 

Painbridge r. Woods (Cause) 

Hall c. Hanson (Mtn. i dec.—sht.) 

Cater t. Seaborne (F. € 

ell o. Balding (Mtn, for ‘ese: ) 


| Walton ev. Wright (F. C.—sht.) 
Harris v. Price (Mtn. for dec.) - 
Cruickshank r. Cruickshank (F. C.) 
Antwis v. Mogtord (Mtn. for dec.) 
Oswald v. Oswald (Cause) 
Adams v. Abbott (F. C.) 
Merry v. Shaw (do.) 
Bentley v. Blizard (Mtn. for dec.) 
Life Association of Scotland v. Sid- 
dali (do.) 
Inglis v. Colleer (F. C.) 
Raiker r. Pike (do ) 
ard v. Gerard (Mtn. for dec.) 
Elwin (do.) 
Sankey v. Sayer (F. C,) 
Quinton +. Sayer (Cause) 
Lewis v. Elliott (do.) 
Cobb v. Mostyn ( Mtn. for dec.) 
Greenman v. Waterman (F. C.) 
Cooper v. Greene (do.) 
Tovey v. Moody [2] (do.) 
Taylor v. Taylor (Cause) 
Norris v. Allen (Mtn. for dec.) 
Harrison v. Pennell (do.) 
Blackmore v. Powell (do.) 
Harcombe v. Berryman (Cause) 
Lane v. Page (Mtn. for dec.) 
Helling v. Lumley (do.) 
The Collins Company ec. Reeves (do.) 
| Ross rv. Simson (do.) 
| Lister v. Firth (Mtn. for dec.) 
Lister v. Leather (do.) 
Lister v. Clough (do.) 
Aylett v. Pontin (do.) 
Martin c. Blackmore (do.) 
Haviland v. Mortiboy (Cause) 
Gresley v. Monsley (do.) 
| Rayner v. Harford (Mtn. for dec.) 
Potter v. Potter (do.) 
Swinburne +. Campbell (do.) 
Tewart v. Lawson (F. C.) 
White v. Cohen (Mtn. for dec.) 
Tong v. Hyde (do.) 
Carter vr. Reminezon (do.) 
The Guardians of the Poor of the 
Brentford Union ¢. Irvine (do.) 
| Joyce v. Kipps (Cause) 
Slight 7. Adey (F.C.) 









| Back v. Briant (Mtn. for dec.) 





Vice-Caascerton Sin WILLIAM P, WOOD, 
Causes, &e. 


Carke v. Sturgis (F. C.) 

Farina ¢. Silveriock (Fur. ieee 

Cockram v. Rogers ; 

Cockram +. Rogers 

Thornton ¢. Steckil (do.) 

Jones ¢. Jones (do.) 

O08 Deen v. Altie (D.) 

Adamson +. The Trustees of the Bir- 
kenhesA Docks (Mtn. for dec. part 


heard) 
James. Page | (F.C, part heard) 
James o. Page , 
it Page § j (Conse) 
ton, Pearse (Min. for dec, after 


Piha Rogers (Mtn. for dec, 
Rogers. agers (in, fre . 





| Wythes ». Labouchere (do.) 
Foster v. Strong (do.) 
Karp v. Lioyd (Mtn. for dec.) 
Bourne v. Dugard (F. C.) 
Attorney-Gen. 9. East Dereham Corn 
Exchange Company (Mtn. for dec. 
part heard) 
Jayne v, Harris (Mtn. for dec.) 
Griffiths v. Leeson (do.) 
Cormack v. Veisly (do.) 
Hogarth v, Robson (Sp. C 
Usticke v, Peters (do.) 
. London & North Western 
. Co. “fF. C.& Mtn. to vary Cert.) 
Cresewell o. Hankins (F. C.) 
Attorney: sae! % (Cause) 
Ruftell & v. Pattison (F. C.) 








Rumball v. George (Cause) 
Warren v. Rudall (F. C,) 
Hall v. Warren slhinie 
Brown v. Brown (Mtn. for dec.) 
Peterson v. Elwes (F. 
Oakley v. Jackson 
Oakley v. Parkes } (F. C.) 
Yeomans v. Yeomans (do.) 
Adams v. Adams (do.) 
Waraker v. Crouch (do.) 
Balm v. Langham (Cause) Reeks v. Reeks (F. C. 
Colthurst v. Codrington (do.) Morgan v. Stevens (aiee. for dec.) 
Stillingfleet v. Woolmer (Mtn. for | Inman »,. Clare (do.) 

dec.) Canham v. Neale (do.) 
Langdale v. Whitfield (F. C. & sums. | Ward v. Anderson (Cause) 

to vary Cert.) Roberts v. Greville (do.) 
John v. John (F. C.) Bathe v. Bank of England (Mtn. for 
Jenkins v. Jenkins (do.) 


dec.) 
Stewart v. Jones (Sp. C.) Nicholson v. Marsh (do.) 
Forbes v. Forbes (F. C.) Warwick v. Sturgis (F. C.—short) 
Cramp v. Playfoot (do.) Fortescue v. Bishop of Oxford (Mtn, 


Maddison v. (Mtn. for dec), 
Murrell v. Lee (do.) 

Lingard v. Lingard (Cl.) 

Fisher v. Ward [2] (F. C.) 

Parker v. Hills (Mtn. for dec.) 

Cox v. Boyd (F. C.) 

Woods v. Leacroft (Claim) 

Jones v. Peppercorne (Cause) 
Lesiter v. Spencer (Mtn. for dec.) 
Salusbury v. eer ae \‘g C.—short) 


Paschall v. Bunbury (Mtn. for dec.) for dec.) 
Hinchcliffe v. Horrabin (do.) Green v. Scott (do.) 
The Collins Co. x. Walker (do.) Green v. Scott 4 


Norton v. Nicholls (do.) 

Bousfield v. Dommett (do.—shert) 
Bickford v. Birkhead (F. C.) 
Mogg v. Mogg (Mtn. for dec.) 


Phillpots v. Jayne (Cause) 
Horton v. Smith (Mtn. for dec.) 
The Collins Co. ». Thomas (do.) 
Harting v. Fotheringham (Cause) 
Pearce v. Lindsay (do.) 





Queen's Bench. 
ENLARGED RULES—Trinity Term, 1858. 
To the First Day. 
In the matter of Henry C. Trenchard and John Seppings Harrison, 
two of the Attorneys of this Court. 
In the matter of arbitration between Frederick Joseph Bramwell and 
others and the Local Board of Rotherham. 
P.lling v. Hargreaves & Others. 
The Birkenhead, Lancashire, and Cheshire Junction Railway Company 
v. Dimmack & Another. 
The Queen v. Justices of Nottinghamshire. 
The Queen v. Wandsworth District Board of Works. 
To the Fourth Day. 
In the matter of arbitration between Charles Roberts and Mary 


Eberhardt. 
SPECIAL PAPER. 
For JUDGMENT. 
Sp. Case. Benomi & Wife v. Backhouse. 


ne Wallas v. Same. 

vs Longstaff v. Same. 

” Robinson v. Same. 

” Thompson v. Same. 

se —— & Others v. The Guardians of City of London 
Union. 

a The = Empire Shipping Company (Limited) v. Somes & 
Others. 


For ARGUMENT. 
Dem. Marquis of Normanby & Others v. The British Guarantee Asso- 
ciation (stayed by Injunction). 
Brand »v. Jay (part heard). 
Equitable Gas Light Company v. Prince & Another. 
ze Mayor, &c., of pienpig v. Dennis. 
Beecham & Another v. Smith. 


” 
Sp. Case. Pearson & Another v. Dawson. 
m. Jury v. Barker. 
5 De Pothonier v. De Mattas. 
of Scrivenor v. Reed & Others. 


9 Brushfield & Others v. Baynton & Others. 
Co.Ct.Ap. Dean v. Stone & Another, Executors, &c. 
Dem. Penrose v. Martyn. 

e Carr & Another v. Clements. 

NEW TRIAL PAPER. 
For JUDGMENT, 
Lewis o. Levy. 
Hall v. Wright. 
For Arocument. 
Moved in Easter Term, 1857. 
Northumberland. Heald o. Pickersgill (stands over). 


Moved in Hilary Term, 1858. 
Thomas v. Foxwell (for Third Day of Term). 


Middlesex. 
London. 


Middlesex, 


London. Preston v. Peeke. 
Liverpool. Bennett & Another v. Ireland, 
Tried during Term. 
Middlesex. Ockenden v, Henly. 
” 1)’ Espourrin v. Green, 
” Baynton v. Smith. 
* Hemmings v. Gasson, 
” Salmon o. Adams. 
” Nokes v. Michael, 
Moved in Easter Tern 1858, 
London. Finnis v, Young. 
- Hart ». Bush, 
” Garton ov. Great Western Railway Company. 
” Peek v. North Staffordshire Railway Company. 
” Wolff v, Solomon. 
: tthe Paria Chocals 
The ~— or ite Company v, Armitage. 
Lincoln, Lee v. Stevenson, 
Warwick. Betts v. Clifford, 


Pm Same +, Same. 








s~ 
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Bucks. Grubb v. Smith. 
Herts. Higgs v. Goodwin, clerk, &c. 
Essex. Hills v. Shepherd & Another. 
* Same v. Same. 
pe Elliss & Another v. Elliss. 
Kent. Wraight ». Johnson. 
Sussex. Mercer v. Irving. 
Surrey. Killick v. Munns. } 
Pa The Western Deposit & Advance Company (Limited) v. 
Hustler. 
”» Same v. Birch. 
- Hale v. Bates, P. 0., &c. 
Lancaster. Hodgson v. Johnson. 
Northumberland. Waite, jun., v. The North Eastern Railway Company. 
Durham. Tyzack & ‘Another v. Stoddart. 
a Baker & Others v. Richardson. 
York. Short v. The North Eastern Railway Company. 
o Anderson v. Radcliffe, Bart., & Another. 
ie Haigh v. Guardians of North Bierley Union. 
” The Queen v. Ramsden, Bart 
Liverpool. Elliott & Another v. Morris. 
o Jones & Another v. —_— 
ra Dalyell v. Tyrer & Ot 
Cornwall. Reynolds v. Buckley e ‘Others. 
Bristol. Lucas v. Bristow. 
Worcester. Eberhardt v. Mason. 
Bs Walker v. Hingley. 
Stafford. Sandon v. Jervis & Another. 
Berks. Pritchard v. Perks & Another. 
Glamorgan. Hole »v. Pooie. 


en, Mortimer v. South Wales Railway Company. 
Tried during Term. 


Middlesex. Cross v. Ayres & Another. 
s Same v. Same. 
” Same v. Same. 
CROWN PAPER.—Tarinity Term, 1858. 
Devonshire. The Queen v. The Tiverton Burial Board (Demurrer). 


is Same v. Same. (Special verdict). 


Yorkshire. The Tyre & Axle Company, Appellants v. The Rother- 
ham & Kimberworth Local Board of Health, Respon- 
dents. 

Staffordshire. The Queen v. Rowland Mainwaring & Others. 

Liverpool. Henry John Syred, Appellant v. Mary Carruthers, Re- 
spondent. 

Sunderland. Ann Crick, Appellant v. John S. Crick, Respondent. 

Wilts. George S. Simceocks, Appellant v. John Maskelyne, Re- 
spondent. 

Sunderland. The Corporation of Sunderland (Local Board of Health), 


Appellant v. Thomas Dodds, Respondent. 
Monmouthshire. William Parker, Appellant v. James Brown, Respondent. 


Middlesex, The Page on the Prosecution of the Poor Law Board v. 
8. R. Stockton & Others, Directors of the Poor of St. 
Pancras. 

London. The Queen v. The Corporation of the City of London. 

Oxfordshire. The Queen v. Richard Woods. 


Common Pleas. 
REMANET PAPER.—Trinity Term, 1858. 
ENLARGED RULES. 
To the First Day of Term. 
In the Matter of the Arbitration between Burdon, Burdon, and Ren- 
noldson. 
M‘Kune v. Joynson 
To the Third Day of Term. 
Kearns v. The Cordwainers’ Company. 
The Cordwainers’ Company v, Kearns. 
To the Fifth Day of Term, 
Ransome and Another v. The Eastern Counties Railway. 
Baxendale and Others v. Great Western Railway, 
Cooper v. London and South Western Railway. 
Harvey v. The Nantlle Railway Company. 
Untit Application in Chancery disposed of. 
Nutt v. Midland Railway Company. 
To Fourth Day of Term next after Trial. 
Slipper v. Back. 
Erwin v. Back. 
Until Proceedings in Chancery disposed of. 
Walter and Ux, v. Whitaker. 
Until Judgment given in House of Lords. 
Broadbent v. Imperial Gas Light and Coke Company. 
Until Application in Exchequer disposed of. 
Walker v. Bartlett. 
DEMURRER PAPER. 
Saturday, May 22 ..scccesecees 
Monday, » 24 
y, n 2% 00 ee 
Wednesday «=, 26 cecccssecsessesens 
Friday, May 28. 
SproraL ARGUMENTS. 

Case by Order. Boyd and Another v, Robins and Another (to stand over 
till Warburgh v. Tucker in Error from Queen's Bencl? 
is disposed of). 

Case Nisi Prius. Gilkes v. Leonino, 

Baylis v. Le Gros and Others. 
p. from Justices. The Rotherham and Kimberworth Local Board of Health, 
Appellants v. The Yorkshire Tyre and Axle Company, 
(case remitted for amendment). 
and Another ». Guion and Others. 
Continental 


eens 





Motions in arrest of Judgment. 


Dem. Hw 
” London and 





Dem. Smethurst v. Liddle, sued with Another (to stand over 
till issues in fact tried). 
Ferand and Others v. Bischoffsheim and Others. 


Case by Order. Notman and Another ». Anchor Assurance Company. 
Others. 


Case Nisi Prius. Bickerstaff and Others v. Grimes and 
Ap. from Justices. Gardner, Appellant ; Whitford, a eae 
Case Nisi Prius. Browne and Another v. Price, Bart. 
Ap. from Justices. Johnson, Appellant; Cocksedge, Respondent. 
a Brown, Appellant ; Nicholson, Respondent. 
Tuesday, June 1. 


Dem. The Metropolitan Association for Improving the Dwelling 
of the Industrious Classes v. h. 

Dem. Roberts v. The Great Western Railway Company. 

Case by Order. Micklethwait v. Micklethwait. 


Friday, June 4. 
SrectaL ARGUMENTS. 
NEW TRIAL PAPER. 
Moved in Michaelmas Term, 1857. 


Chester. Highfield & Others v. Massey & Others, to stand over til 
Egerton & Ux. v. Massey & Others in Error is dis- 
posed of. 

Surrey. The Patent Bottle Envelope Company v. Seymer & 


Another (part heard). 
Moved in Hilary Term, 1858. 


Middlesex. Wheeler v. Gray. 

os Hammond v. Seale & Others. 
London. Hichens & Others v. Stone? 
Middlesex. Collins v. Sales. 


» Greenough v. Eccles & Others. 
Moved in Easter Term, 1858. 
Berks. Bennett v. Webb. 


Staffordshire. Roberts v. The Great Western Railway Company, to 
stand over till Dem. argued. 
Surrey. Munster ». The South Eastern Railway. 
Middlesex. Leader v. Homewood. 
Herts. Bayly v. Bennett. 
London. Robins v. Power. 
Somerset. Dollen v. Batt. 
London. Frend & Another v. Dennett, Clerk, &c. 
Essex. Cleghorn v. Durrant. 
London. Ingham vt. Primrose. 
Babbidge v. Henderson & Another. 
Cambridge. Reeve v. Palmer. 
= Same v. Same. 
pa Harmer v. Cornelius. 
98 Westlake v. Adams. 
99 Piddington v. The South Eastern Railway Company. 
London. Benjamin v. Andrews. 
Middlesex. ~ Simmons v. Heseltine. 
London. Beckh ». Page & Another. 
» Fitzgerald & Others v. Dressler. 


STANDING FOR JUDGMENT. 
Kempton v. Theobald. 
Reynolds v. Harris. 
Dunston v. Paterson. 
Sheridan v. The New Quay Company. 
Nicholson, jun., e. The Great Western Railway Company. 
Chambers Others v. Mason. 


Crehequer of Pleas. 
SITTINGS IN BANCO.—Taovrry Term, 1858. 





Saturday, Motions and Peremptory Paper. 
Monday, Errors, joni yo Paper, & Motions. 
Thursday, Circuits Chosen. 

Saturday, Criminal Appeals, 

Monday, 

Wednesday, June Divsussctancees Special Paper. 

Monday, ois Wotimcccnvoects 


ERRORS AND APPEALS. 
For JUDGMENT. 
Error. Laing v. Whaley and Another. 
” Holliday and Others v. Denison. 
For ARGUMENT. 
Appeal. Nixon v. Brownlow. 
Error. Green v. Nixon. 
Ps Levey and Another v. Hill. 
Appeal. McManus v. The Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Company. 
Error. Holmes e. Kidd and Another. 


PEREMPTORY PAPER. 
To be called on the first day of the Term after the motions, and to be 
proceeded with the next day, if necessary, before the motions, 
Herring v. Naden, Wilde ve. White. 
Carter ve. Lucy. Same v. same, 


SPECIAL PAPER. 
For JuDGMENT. 
Dem. Myers and Others e. Baker and Another, 
Sp. Case. Walker v. Goe and Another. 
» Cammell and Others ¢. Sewell and Others, 
For ARGUMENT. 
Dem. Brewer ¢, Dimmack and Another (part heard, standing for ar 


rangement). 

» ‘The London and North-Western Railway Company #. The Great 
Western Railway Company. 

” Payne ¢. ee ee 


(to stand over until same point in Exchequer 


e * er. 
Sp. Case. Parker ' v. Ince 
Chamber disposed of). 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. May 22, 1858. 








Matthews v. Marsland. 
The London Monetary Advance and Life Assurance Company 
(registered) v. Smith. 
Martin v. Leicester Waterworks Compan 
Erichsen and Others v. Barkworth and A Another. 
Nesbit cv. Brett. 
Aylan v. Geddes. 
Talbot v. Longman. 
Thorne v. Tilbury & Others. 
. Garland +. Alston. 
Dick v. Tolhausen. 
. Williams & Others v. Vivian. 
Kidson v. Turner. 
The Solvency Mutual Guarantee Company v. York & Another. 
Inchbald v. Cockerill. 
Clare v. Hickman. 
Pennington & Others v. Cardale & Another. 
Sandford v. Sandford & Others. 
Semple, jun., v. Millard. 
Hatton & Another v. Royle. 


NEW TRIAL PAPER. 

For JUDGMENT. 
Bateman v. The Mayor, &c., of Ashton-under-Lyne. 
Zipey v. Hill. 
Browne & Another v. Hare & Another. 

For ARGUMENT. 
Bovill v. Pimm & Another. 
Price v. Price & Others. 
Pearse v. Carpenter. 
Wyborn v. The Great Northern Railway Company. 
Withers v. Same. 
Carr & Another rv. Allatt & Others. 
Allatt & Others v. Carr & Another. 
Hogg v. Ward. 
Mercer v. Halhead. 
Cort v. Sagar. 
Griffiths v. Gidlow. 
Vaughan v. The Taff Vale Railway Compa 
Morris, Bart., & Another v. The Rhy ay defed Colliery 

Company. 

Thomas r. Harries. 
Powell & Wife v. Herbert & Others 
Tudor & Others v. Guest. 
M‘Clean v. Cooper. 
Hughes & Another v. Hill. 
Bulham v. Mears & Another. 
Paul, P. O., v. Joel. 
Barnett v. Allen. 
Sutton v. Bath. 
Pfluger v. Hocken. 
Hinton v. Forrester & Another. 
Tucker v. Bullen. 
Britton rv. The South Wales Railway Company. 
Matthews v. Marsland. 
Barton & Another, Executors, &c., v. Gainer. 
Coombs v. The Bristol & Exeter Railway Company. 


Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 


BADGER—On May 15, nob 74 Cambridge- terrace, Hyde-park, the wife of 
T. S. Badger, Esq., of a 

CRIPPS—On May 18, at eteebenee, Oxon, the wife of Henry William 
Cripps, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

DEIGHTON On May 14, at 110 Bedford-street South, Liverpool, the wife 
of W. C. D. Deighton, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, ofa daughter. 

PRICE—On May I8, at E rbistock, Flintshire, the wife of C. Godfrey Price, 

, Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 

SMITH—On May 19, at Brixton, the wife of Mr. Edward Hart Smith, of 
Clement’s-inn, Solicitor, of a daughter. 

TINDAL—On May 18, at the Manor-house, Aylesbury, Bucks, Mrs. Acton 
Tindal, of twin daughters. 

WARNER—On May 14, “3 Tunbridge, Kent, the wife of George D. Warner, 
Solicitor, of a daughte: 

WELLBORNE—On May 16, at i North-terrace, Camberwell, the wife of 
Charlies Wellborne, Esq., of a 

WHITE—On May 8, ‘at Goanthem, the wife of Mr. R. A. White, Solicitor, 


of a daughter. 
MARRIAGES, 

HARPER—HARVEY—On May 15, at Nice, by the Rev. William Cornwall, 
Edward gor ed Esq., of York, Barrister-at-Law, to Laura Anna, 
daughter of Kerrison Harvey, Esq., of Thorpe, near Norwich. 

HOLTHOU SE- BUTLER—On May 18, at St. Dunstan's church, Canter- 
bury, by the Rev. D. Butler, M.A., assisted by the Rev. C. 8. Holthouse, 
La os Be sunt J. Holthouse, Fsq.. of the ronda Temple, Barrister-at-Law, 

ly daughter of ‘the late R. T. Butler, Esq. 

LINFORD SPANKIEOn May 17, at the Church of Our Lady, St. John’s- 
wood, by the Rev. Canon O ‘Neal, Roger Linford, Esq., of Liverpool, to 
Isabella, daughter of the late Robert Spankie, Esq., one ‘of her Majesty’s 
Serjeants-at-Law. 

STEW ARD—PALMER—On May 18, at Great kt gry by the Rev. Bow- 
thee M.A., the Rev. F. Carway Steward, B.A., of Somerleyton, to 

en re daughter of Edmund Reeve Palmer, Esq., Solicitor, of the 


WILSON HEWETT—On May 19, at St. Paul’s church, Cheltenham, by 


EVANS—On May 18, Elizabeth, wife of John Evans, Esq-, Solicitor, of 10 
John-street, Bedford-row, aged 33. 

HAMILTON—On May 12, George ‘Thornton Hamilton, Barrister-at-Law, 
aged 27, only son of the late George Hamilton, Esq. 

HARRIS—On May 15, at Park-lodge, Cambridge, Ann, wife of H. Heming- 
ton Harris, Esq , Solicitor. 

SPINKS—On May 17, at Weybridge, Surrey, John Spinks, Esq., Solicitor, of 
27 Great James-street, Bedford-row, aged 50, the eldest son of the late 
John Spinks, Esq., of tho Inner Temple. 


———_—__—_-@—_—_— 


Money F fBarket. 


~~ CITY, Fripay Evening. 

During the week the arrivals of gold from Australia have 
been very large, and the demand for the Continent considera- 
ble. The English Funds have been remarkably steady. The 
closing price of Consols this afternoon, for money, is 97§ to 97% 
per cent., being about 4 per cent. better than this day week, 
Money continues abundant, and the demand for discounts very 
small. 

Notice has been given that Exchequer Bills, dated in June, 
1857, must be sent in on or before the 7th of next month, to be 
paid off or exchanged. The rate of interest on these bills is 
23d. per day, but the terms of renewal are to be 14d. per day. 
The bills renewed in March last bear interest at 2d. per day. 

From the Bank of England return for the week ending the 
19th inst., it appears that the amount of notes in circulation is, 
£20,282,930, being a decrease of £96,335; and the stock of 
bullion in both departments is £17,926,980, showing an in- 
crease of £129,273, when compared with the previous week. 

The half-yearly report of the Oriental Banking Corporation 
has been issued. It states the profits of the year 1857, after 
allowing for bad and doubtful debts, to have been £156,020. 
A dividend of 5 per cent. for the first six months has been 
paid, and a like dividend is now recommended, with an addition 
of 2 per cent. as bonus. A balance of £4,820 remains to be 
carried forward to the next account, 

ee > eile 
Railway Stock. 





Raltwarys. Tues. 





Birk. Lan. & Ch. Junc.. 
Bristol and Exeter .... 
Caledonian 
Chester and Holy head.. 
East Anglian .......... 
Eastern Counties ° 
Eastern Union A. Stock. 
Ditto B. Stock .... 
Lancashire ...... 
Edinburgh and Glasgow 
Edin. Perth, and Dundee 
Glasgow & South-Westn. 
Great Northern 

Ditto A Stock ' 

Ditto B. Stock .... 
Gt. South & West. (Ire. ) 
Great Western ...... 

Do. Stour Vly. G. Stk. 
Lancashire & Yorkshire 
Lon. Brighton & S. Coast 
London & North-Wstrn.. 
London & South-Westrn. 
Man. Sheff. & Lincoln. . 
Midland . eeen 

cae Birm. Derby 
North British evscoveal. 4 
North-Eastern (Brwck.) 

Ditto Lee 


Oxford, Wore. & Wolver. 
Scottish Central ...... 
Scot. N.E. Aberdeen Stk. 

Do. Scotsh. Mid. Stk. 
Shropshire Union...... 
South Devon .......+.+ 
South-Eastern ........ 
South Wales .......... 
Vale of Neath ........ es 























the Rev. William Hewett, brother of the bride, Richard Hen th 
Wilson, Esq., of Selby, Solicitor, only son of the late Major Richard Great- 
heed Wilson, Madras Army, to Sarah a younger daughter of the 
late Rev. George Hewett, of Emley, Yorkshiae 
wo hey 
BROWN—On May 19, at Leamington, Robert Benson, Esq., Solicitor, of 


aged 51. 
CHESTER—On May 16, her bh in road, Pec! Su ° 
Spi Cnet ape Ha enh 
CROSBY—On April 13, at George-town, Demerara, Mary Elizabeth, wife of 
James Crosby, Eaq., Barrister-at-Law, of the Middle Temple, and Sti- 
Seatincy Maganle of thas ociony: 








ana phnurance Compgnies, 
Fauity and Law.» s;+se.sscsssesesvessescesses 
Law Fire 
LAW LAfe .rcccccccceccsccvcssccevcodecsevevsces 


Law Revesiqmaey Spneaet Coeseccoseserecesocese 


Fquity and 


SOOO E OOOH HOHE EH HORE OEE EEEEeee 


SOOO eee meen eeeeeeeeses 
Seren nome eeweeeeeeeneees 
Weeseeerereseueresnoves 


CAO e Reem en eeneeeees 
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English sunds. 





EnGLisH Funps. Mon, | Tues. 





Bank Stock ......s00+ 2224 
3 per Cent. Red. Ann.. 955 6 
3 per Cent. Cons. Ann... 

New 3 per Cent. Ann... 5 

New 23 per Cent. Ann.. 
5 per Cent. Annuities .. 
en "Ea (exp. Jan. 5, 
be, 80 eases Oct. 10, 
De Spree een tem. 5, 


De 30 Fa (exp.Apr. 5 


2244 
100 
. (248 2sp 22s p 
Do. (under ay 000). aoe ae 22s p | 25s p 
Exch. Bills (£1000) Mar, 44s4isp} .. ee 40s 43sp/41s43sp 
Di June....) .. {3 37s 40sp| 37s 39sp|37s40sp 
) Mar.) 41s p Seal BP én oe 
‘tto 38s p 8 40sp|37s ee 
— , Bills (Small) Mar. 41s44sp} .. |41s44sp has *e 
June! 38s p 37s 40sp| 40s 37sp/40s 37sp 
De. Cavern veel” 6s ee ee ee 
wnt ay 1858, 
geen. Bonds, pes 33 
perCent ...........! lOMP #] 1014 #| 10183; 101g | 1013 


Srnevniee! santana 


London Gazettes. 


New Member of Parliament. 
Frivay, May 21, 1858. 
County or Lertrtm.—William Richard Ormsby Gore, Esq., of Derrycarne, 
co. Leitrim, vice Hugh, Lyons Montgomery, Esq., who has accepted the 
Stewardship of her Majesty’s Manor of Hempholme, Yorkshire. 


Commissioner to administer Oaths in Chancery. 
TusspayY, May 18, 1858, 
Pottery, Henry, Gent., Norwich.—May 8. 


Bankruyts. 
Turspay, May 18, 1858. 

BARROW, Georce, & GEorce HaMMonD, Wholesale Stationers, 72 Basing- 

—o Com. Holroyd: June 1, at 11; and July 2, at 12; Basinghall- 
Of. Ass. Lee. Sol. Spyer, 30 Broad-st. -buildings. Pet. May 7. 

BEAGLE, JAMES, Upholsterer, 89 Bridge-rd., Lambeth. Com. Goulburn: 
May 31, at 11.30; and June 28, at 2; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Pennell. 
Sols. Lepard & Gammon, 9 Cloak-lane. Pet. May 14. 

BEARD, James, & Epwarp Taomas, Common Brewers, Cardiff, and of 
Bideford, Devon. Com. West; June | & 29, at 11; Bristol. Of. Ass. 
Miller. Sol. Nash, Bristol. Pet. April 26. 

CASTREE, Cartes Wittiam, Auctioneer, Gloucester. Com. West: 
June 1, at 1; and June 29, at 11; Bristol. Of. Ass. Miller. Sol. Love- 
grove,Gloucester. Pet. May 11. 

CHAMBERS, Caartes, jun., Boarding-school Keeper, Enfield. Com. Fane : 
May * at 11; and July 2, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. a 
Sols. White & ‘Cole, 28 Martin ’s-lane, Cannon-st. Pet. May 14 

CHARTRES, James, Seedsman and Florist, 74 King William-st., and of 
Hanger-lane, Tottenham. Com. Holroyd: June 1, at 2.30; and July 2, 

hall-st. Off. Ass. Lee. Sol. Keighley, 73 Basinghall-st. 


COCK, James, Carpenter, George-st., Portland-pl. Com. Goulburn: June 
2, at 1.30; and July 5, at 12; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Pennell. Sol. 
Steinberg, 61 Watling-st. Pet. May ll. 

COHEN, Wotr, Watchmaker, 57 Market-pl., Sheffield. Com. West: June 
5 & 26, at 10; Council-hall, Sheffield. Of. Ass. Brewin. Sols. Cham- 
bers & Waterhouse, Sheffield. Pet. May 1 

COOPLAND, Wu.t1aM, Corn Miller, Brick ce Tile Maker, Topcliffe, York- 
shire. Com. West: June 3 & 25, ‘at 1; ; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. Of. 
- Young. Sols. Fisher, Marsham ; or Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. 

ay 4. 

DODD, Henry, Dealer in Paper pianeings, Liverpool. Com. Stevenson; 
sane 10 and ne 1, at 11; Liverpool. Of. Ass. Bird. Sol. Smith, 

verpool. 

DORMER, James, aang = Oly Garrand-st., Reading. Com. Fane: May 29 
and July 2, at 11; Basinghall-st. or. Ass. Cannan, Sols. Linklaters & 
Hackwood, 7 Walbrook. Pet. May 17. 

FLETCHER, Joun Fuercuer, Surgeon and Apothecary, Long Sutton, 
otherwise Sutton St. Mary’s, Lincolnshire. Com. Balguy: June 3 & 22, 
at 10.30; Shire-hall, Nottingham. Og’. Ass. Harris, Sols. Bartlett & 
Son, Birmingham. Pet. May 12. 

GOMBERT, Cares, Milliner, 30 Duke-st., Manchester-sq. Com. Fon- 
a June 1, at 2; and July 30, at 12; Basinghall-st. Og. Ass. 

Pe Mant "ict Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, 14 Old Jewry-chambers. 


Pet. M 
nuGiES: Tailor, Ruabon, Denbighshire. Com. Perry: May 31 
and June 22, at 12; ag Of. Ass. Morgan, Sols. Evans & Son; 
verpool; or Edgeworth & Devereaux Pugh, 























Off. Ass. Brewin. Sols. Parker & Son, Sheffield: 


Shi 
Pet. May 3, 
Builder, 15 Great Coram-st., Brunswick-sq., late of 4 
Busi Etaon- Com. Evans : Mey 27, at 125 and June 26, at 
Oa Ass. J » Plews, & Boyer, 


Jewry-chambers. Pet, for Arrgnt, Jens 16 








PEARSON, Bensamin, & Witttam PEaRsON, oe Dealers, Stratford-ou- 
Avon, also of Chipping Norton, Oxfordshire. a ee La 31 ,and 

. June 21, at 10; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Whitmore. ainwright 
& Bourne, Dudley ; or James & Knight, Birmingham. xe. May 13. 

SOUTHWELL, Jostan, Grocer, Dudley, Worcestershire. Com. bags > 4 
May 31 and June 21, at 10; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Kinnear. 
— & Sanders, Dudley ; ; or James & Knight, Birmingham. Pet. 


SPRINGHALL, Joun Rounce, Engineer & Millwright, 19 ne. Bow, 
Middlesex, and Stratford, Essex. Com. Holroyd: June 4, at 2; and 
July 2, at 1; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Edwards, Sols. Lindsay & Mason, 
84 Basinghail-st. Pet. May 17. 

STOCKWELL, Francis Witt1am, Bill Broker, 75 Old Broad-st. Com. 
Holroyd: June 1, at 1; and July 2, at 11; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. 
Edwards. Sol. Lindus, 5 South-sq., Gray’ s-inn. Pet. May 13. 

TUSTIN, Joun, Boot and "Shoe Maker, Broadway, Worcestershire. Com. 
Balguy : May 31 and June 21, at 10.30; Birmingham. Of. Ass. bang 
more. Sols. Griffiths, Chipping Campin or Southall & Nelson, 3 
Newhall-st., Birmingham. Pet. May | 


Frmay, May 21, 1858. 

BASSETT, Witttam James, Builder, a5 and 27 Store-st., Bedford-sq. 
Com. Evans: June 1, at 1; and June 26, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Of. 
Ass. Johnson. Sol. Stevens, 6 Gray’s-inn-sq. Pet. ‘May 19. 

CHAPLIN, Wi1i1am Wesser, & James DorBan, Builders, 28 bey eee 
st., Portiand-pl., and 14 William-st., Hampstead-rd., and late of Halstead, 
Essex. Com. Goulburn : June 3 and July 5, at 1; ae Of. 
Ass. Pennell. Sol. Wells, 47 Moorgate-st. Pet. May 19. 

CLAYPOLE, Joun LitterMan, Merchant, Gresham-house, Old Broad-st. 
Com. Evans: June 1, at 12.30; and June 26, at 12; Basinghall-st. 
Off. Ass. Bell. Sols. Martin, Thomas & Hollam, Commercial-chambers, 
Mincing-lane. Pet. May 19. 

CLOUGH, James, Woolstapler, Bradford and Birkenshaw, Yorkshire. Com. 
Ayrton: June 8, at 11.30; and June 29, at 11; Commercial-bidgs., 
Leeds. Off. Ass. Hope. Sols. Rawson, George & Wade, Bradford ; or 
Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. May 18. 

CRAWFORD, MaTTHEW, Iron-founder, Low Elswick, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Com. Ellison: June 3, and July LC at 1; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. Off. Ass. Baker. Sols. Hodge & Harle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne; 
or Joel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Pet. May 12. 

EASTHAM, James, & JosErH Exiiotr ‘Lawteper, Calico nee 3 
Little Carter-lane, and Phipps-bridge, Mitcham. Com. Fane: May 28 
and July 2, at 1, Basinghall-st. Og. Ass. Whitmore. Sol. Steinberg, 61 
Watling-st. Pet. May 12. 

HARDSTAFF, Joun Henry, Chemist and Druggist, 134 Islington, Birming- 
ham. Com. Balguy : June 3 & 24, at 11.30; Birmingham. Of. Ass. 
Kinnear. Sol. East, Birmingham. Pet. May 20. 

HAY, Ricwarp, Butcher and Ship Owner, North Shields. Com. Ellison: 
June 3, at 12.30; and July 13, at 12; Royal-arcade, Neweastle-upon- 
Tyne. Off. Ass. Baker. Sols. Watson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne; or 
Harnwood & Co., 10 Clement’s-lane. Pet. May 14. 

HOLCROFT, Tryatt, Silk Throwster, Manchester. June 5 and July 2, at 
11; Manchester. Of. Ass. Hernaman. Sols. Boote & Jellicorse, Brown- 
st., Manchester. Pet. May 19. 

HUGHES, Georce, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer, 32 Brook-st., Holborn. 
Com. Holroyd: June 4, at 2.30; and July 6, at 12; Basinghall-st. Og. 
Ass. Lee. Sols. Fitch & Fitch, 17 Union-st., Southwark. Pet. May 8. 

NICHOLLS, Joun, Flour & Provision Merchant, Newport, Monmouthshire. 
Com. West: June 1, and July 6, at 11; Bristol. Of. Ass. Acraman. 
Sols, Blakey, Newport, Monmouth; or Bevan & Girling, Small-st., Bris- 
tol. Pet. May 4. 

NORRIS, James Henty, Paper Dealer, Birmingham. . Balguy : 
June 3 & 24, at 11.30; Birmingham. oP Kinnear, Sols. Sole, 
— ~ 4 Turner, Aldermanbury ; or Hodgson & Allen, Birmingham. 

et. May 

TETLEY, Joun Humpnreys, Brewer, Hindley, Lancashire. May 31, and 
June 23, at 12; Manchester. Of. Ass. Pott. Sols. Hilton, Wigan; or 
Sale, Worthington, & Shipman, Manchester. Pet. May 17: 

TROUNCE, Samvst, Provision Merchant, Bristol. Com. West: May 31, 
and July 5, at 11; Bristol. Qf. Ass. Acraman. Sol, Henderson, Broad- 
st., Bristol. Pet. May 18. 

WALLER, WittiaM Henry, Scrivener, 7 John-st., Adelphi. Com. Evans: 
June 3, at 11.30; and July 1, at 12; Basinghall-st. Of. va Johnson. 
Sols. Trinder & Eyre, 1 John-st., Bedford- row. Pet. May 14 

WARD, Francis, Victualler & Carpenter, Nottingham. Com. Balguy : 
June 3 & 22, at 10.30; Shirehall, Sena ne Of. Ass. Harris. Sol. 
Shilton, Nottingham. Pet. May 20. 


BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
TurspaY, May 18, 1858. 


Ivens, Witutam Spencer, Hay and Corn Dealer, Loseby, Leicestershire. 


May 11. 
MEETINGS. 
TurspaYy, May 18, 1858. 

ABBEY, Francis Fryer, Woollen Manufacturer, Huddersfield. Die. June 
8, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. Ayrton. 

BarseEr, James, Uphoisterer, Chichester. Div. June 8, at 12; Basinghall- 
st. Com. Holroyd. 

Brow, Rosert, & Joan Brow, Corn and Coal Merchants, Great Grimsby. 
Div. June 9, at 12; Townhall, Kingston-upon-Hull. Com. 

Cocxcrort, CoaTBurN, Picker Maker, Stansfield, Halifax. iv. June 15, 
at 11 ; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. Com. Ayrton. 

Couper, ARCHIBALD ARTHUR, East India and Commission Merchant, Win- 
chester House, Old Broad-st. (A. Couper & Co.) Last Ex. (by adj. from 
April 13), May 29, at 11.30; and Div. June 9, ‘at 2.30; Basinghall-st. 
Com. Fonbla «~~ 

Francs, James, Woollen Cloth Manufacturer, Brownhill, Cartworth, Kirk 
burton, Yorkshire. Div, June 8, at 11; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. Com. 
Ayrton, 

Guover, James, Dealer in Wine & Spirits, The Swan, Thames Ditton, _ 

* late of The Blue Posts, Haymarket. Div. June 9, at 2; Basinghall-st 
Com. Fonblanque. 
Harriwance, Henry, jun., & James Borier, Corn & Coal Merchants, 
Maldon, Essex. Div. sep. est. of each, June 8, at 12; Basinghall-at. 
Com. Holroyd. 
wy < Tuomas, Grocer, Manchester. Div. June 10, at 12; Manchester. 


Skirrow. 
—" Wiitiam, Oil Crasher, Liverpool, Div, June 10, at ll; Liver- 
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Newman, James, Bookseller, Long Fare Bog Lincolnshire. — Acets. & 
Div. June 10, at 10.30; Shirehall, N Com. 

PorrpLewELt, MaTrHEw JAMES, Gadeom 13 13 Clements-lane, "% RoBERT 
Gorr, 3 New London-st., lately carrying on business in co-partnership at 

47 Lime-st. (Popplewell, Goff, & Co.) Prf. of a Dot. May 29, at 1.30; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

Repregn, Henry, Plumber, Nottingham. oa Acets. & Div. June 10, at 
10.30; , Nottingham. Com. Balgu: 

Ritey, THomas 'TOMKINSON, Wine and Spirit " iserchant, Wolverhampton. 
Div, July 10, at 11.30; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. 

Rosekrts, Jon, formerly a Grocer, Pentre, near Mold, Flintshire, lately 
carrying on business at Pentre as a Corn Dealer, in co-partnership with 
Thomas Conway (Roberts & Co.) Div. P acuo est. and sep. est. J. 
Roberts, June 10, at 11; Liverpool. Com. Stevenson. 

Rurrorp, Pair, FRANCIS Rurrorp, & CHARLEs JonN WRAGGE, eon 
Stourbridge ( (Ruffords & Wragge). Div. June 9, at 11; Birmingham. 
Com. 


y- s 
Scraces, Epwarp Jouy, Plumber, East Dereham, Norfolk. Div. June 9, 
at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. 
Suaw, Joux, Machine Maker, Dukinfield, Cheshire. 
Manchester. Com. Skirrow. 
Surru, SAMUEL JOSEPH, ea Birmingham. Div. June 10, at 11.30; 
Birmingham. 


Div. June 10, at 12; 


Com. 

Seurrse, Epwaep, Timber con Iron Merchant, Kingston-upon-Hull, sur- 
viving partner of Jonn Cray (Clay & Squire). Div. sep. est. of E. Squire, 
Jane 9, at 1; Town-hall, Kingston-upon-Hull. Com. Ayrton. 

STRAHAN, WILLIAM, Sir JOuN Dean Pavt, Bart., & Ropert MAKIN BATEs, 
Bankers, 217 Strand, also Navy Agents (Ha ford & Co.), 41 Norfolk-st. 
Div. joint est. and Div. sep. est. of W. Strahan, June 8, at 12; Basing- 
hall-st. Com. Evans. 

Srvart, Henry, & Ricuarp KENNETT, Sg 17 Cork-st., Burlington- 

. Div. June 8, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. 

WarTERsTON, JOSEPH, James WarteErston (Waterston Brothers), Smiths, 
Low Elswick, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. First Div. June 10, at 11; Royal 
arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. 

WruuiaMs, Wittiam, Wi1iam Wittiams, jun., & Tuomas Ropert Wi- 
t1ams, Bankers, Newport, Monmouthshire, Final Div. joint est. June 
10, at 11; Bristol. Com. West. 

Wratt, Tuomas, Builder, City Saw Mills, Speedwell-st., Oxford, now re- 
siding at 1 Oxford-ter.. King’ s-rd., Chelsea. Div. June 8, at 1; Basing- 
hali-st. Com. Holroyd. 

Fauway, May 21, 1858. 


Barker, CuanLes THEopore, Haberdasher, Isley-house} Moor-ter., New 
Peckham. Div. June 11, at1; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 
Bagyert, Witram, Gas Engineer, 81 London-rd., Brighton. Last Er. 
(by adj. from April 30) June 1, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 
Bownay, Jonn LEAKEY, Agricultural Implement Maker, Modbury, Devon. 
Aud. Accs. & . Dots. June 10, at 1; and on June 16, at 11, Div.; 


Queen-st., Exeter. Com. Bere. 
Brown, Joun Hunter, (J. H. Brown & Co.), Rope Manufacturer, Sunder- 
land. 


Second Div, June 16, at 12; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Com. Ellison. 

Burron, CHakLes, Operative and someteaiaing Saat, Holborn-bars. 
Die. June Il, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. Com. 

Caz, Joun, Iron Manufacturer, Wallsend, Northumberland, in co-partner- 
ship with Wittiam Ripter Carp, S Nort land, and 
Henny Frepericx Scorr, Gateshead, Durham, as Iron Manufacturers. 
Div. ee 67. o of J. Carr, June 16, at 1; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon- 


CLARKE, JAMES ; ll Grocer, Bury New-road, Manchester. Last Ex. 
(by adj. sine die from June 10, at 11); Manchester. Com. Skirrow. 

, Joun, Fellmonger, Cerne Abbas, Dorset. Aud. Accts. & Prf. Dots. 

June 10, at 1; and on June 16, at lt, Div.; Queen-st., Exeter. Com. 


Evans, RowLanp, Jonny Fosrer Skinner, Zacuarny Lanctoy, & Tuomas 
Fosrer, East India Me Merchants, Barge-yard, ger, nl ad Foster, 
& Langton). Div. June 11, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. F 

Eveasy, Faepenic, Scrivener, Bampfylde- st., Exeter, and of A Alphington- 
r., St. Thomas the Apostle, Devon. ‘Aud. Aces. & Prf, Dots. Jane 10, 








ati; and on June 16, ot ite Div.; Queen-st., Exeter. Com. Bere 
FamRaue, © Newcastle-upon-Tyne. ” Final 
Die. June 17, at 12.30; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. 


Froccatt, Tuomas, & Wi11am Froccoart, Cotton Spinners, agg 
within 6 , Lancashire. Div. June 25, at 12; Manchester. 


Skirrow. 
Frost, Ropext, Stationer, Teignmouth, Devon. Aud. Accts. d& Prf. Dts. 
June 10, at 1, and on June 16, at 11, Div.; Queen-st., Exeter. Com. 


Forrmans, Atrnep, Lace Manufacturer, ‘Manchester. Last Ex. (by 
adj. sine die) June 2, ut 11; Manchester. Com. Jemmett. 

Grassox, Joux, Steam Boiler Maker, Newark-upon-Trent. Aud. Accts. & 
Dis. June 22, at 10.20; Shire-hall,” Nottingham. Com. Balguy. 

Mss, Sox aTHAN, & Roweat Huts, yo age ee, Gravesend, and 
High-st. » Dartford (Jonathan Hills & Sons). Last Ez, (by adj. from May 
11) June 1, atl; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

, Waren Rosser, Merchant, Adelaide-chambers, Gracechurch-st., 
co-partnership with Edmund Gwyer, jun. (Johnson & Gwyer). Div. 
yas 11, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

Les, Joux, Draper, Staffordshire. Aud. Accts & Div. June 21, at 
10; Birmingham. Com, Balguy 

WittiaM Mowsray, ake, Staindrop, Durham. Last Ex. June 
3, at {1 ; Royal-areade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com, Ellison. 

MCaurxcy, JAMES, Provision Merchant, South Shields. Further Div. 

0 17, at 11; Royal-areade, Neweastie-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. 
| Hewny, & James Nurraws, Fiannel Manufacturers, Rochdale. 
“— June 4 (by adj. sine die); Manchester. Com Skirrow. 


ene 





Pavr, Janus, [ t, Wadebridge, Cornwall. Aud, Accts, & Prf. Dots. 
June 10, at 1; ty Exeter. Com. Vere, by 
Peet. ee ae ne Mantoanee. Din, Jane H,e618; 


se Bag ala Tea Dealer, Reading, Div, June 11, at 2; Basinghall-st. 
Powres, ons, Lace Manulactarer, Od Old Radford, Nottingham. 
(ty adj. sine die) Jone 4, at 10.20 aries 


Nottingham. Com. 
Rosents, Jous, Tailor, Taunton. wg By . 
ai: t 5 =. (by adj. from Feb. 1) dune 10, 


Savack, Guonot, & Joun Lexs, Bleachers & Dyers, Mansheld, Notts. 





Aud. Accts. & Div. June 22, at 10.30; Shire-hall, Nottingham. Com, 
Balgu 


Po 2 Witi1am Francis, Tavern Keeper, Seyhae ton Tavern, 
Gracechurch-st. Div. June 11, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. 

Score, JAMEs, Timber Merchant, ’Pilton, Dev on. Aud. Accts. & Pip. D Dots. 
June 10, at 1; Queen-st., Exeter. Com. Bere 

SHEERMAN, WiLtiaM, Upholsterer, 97 St. James-st., Brighton. Div. June 
11, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

SLE, JouN, Manufacturer of Hosiery, Tmahhereua. Last Ex. (by adj. 
sine die) June 8, at 10.30; Nottingham. Com. Balguy. 

THORNE, WILLIAM, Linen Draper, Crawley-st., St. Pancras. Last Ex, 
June 8, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 

TotporPH, MaTsias, Merchant, 40 Seething-lane, trading in co-partner- 
ship with Hans Totporrs (H. & M. Toldorph & Co,), at present a pri- 
soner in the Queen’s Bench. Last Ex. May 31, at 11; hall-st. 
Com. Goulburn. 

TRAVIS,  reewny Flour Dealer, Oldham. Div. June 24, at,11; Manchester, 
Com. Skirro 


TYLER, Wasa Dealer in Foreign Animals, 19 Penton-pl., Walworth, 
commonly called the Royal Surrey Gardens, and of Cringleford, Norfolk. 
Div. June 11, at 2.20; Basinghall-st. Com. a. 

Waite, ‘THOMAS, jun., Ship Builder, Portsmouth and Gosport. Div, June 
11, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

DIVIDENDS. 
Turspay, May 18, 1858. 

Bennett, Ropert, Wine and Spirit Merchant, East Winch, near Lynn. 
First, 2s. 5d. Stansfeld, 10 Basinghall-st.; any Thursday, 11 to 2 

CrovaH, Roser, Hosier, 130 Oxford-st. First, 2s. Edwards, 22 Basing- 
hall-st. ; May 18, and three subsequent Wednesdays, 11 to 2, 

HITCHMAN, CHARLES, Licensed Victualler, Warwick, First, 2s. 113d. 
Whitmore, 19 Temple-st., Birmingham ; any Friday, 11 to 3. 

Hoitmes, THOMAS, Bookseller, 76 St. Paul’s-churehyard. First, Is. 4d 
Stansfeld, 10 Basinghall-st.; any Thursday, 11 to 2, 

Hoyts, Henry, & HENRY TaxLor, Cotton Spinners, Vale Mill, near Bacup, 
and of Manchester. First, 2s. 2d. Pott, 7 Charlotte-st., Manchester ; 
any Tuesday, 11 tol 

Lawns, Martin, Lace Manufacturer, Nottingham. First, 4s. Harris, 
Middle-pavement, Nottingham; May 17, or three following Mondays, 
11 to 3. 

Peterson, Jonny, Ship Chandler, 44 & 45 news soy Rotherhithe. First, 
8d. Stansfeld, 10 Basinghall-st. ; any Thursday, 1 . 

WiuiaMs, Jon, Plumber, Arley Kings. First, ts. ijd. 
Temple-st., Birmingham ; any Friday, 11 to 3. 

Fripay, May 21, 1858. 

Gorpox, Rosert, Ironfounder, Heaton Norris, Lancashire. First, 3s. 
Fraser, 45 George-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 11 to 1. 

Hagprison, ay ee Firs t, 74d. Morgan, 10 Cook-st., Liverpool; any 
Wednesday, 11 to 2. 

Linpop, Wotan Miller, New-rd., Talk-o’th-Hill, Staffordshire. First, 
3s. 6d. Whitmore, 19 Upper Temple-st., Birmingham; any Friday, 11 

3. 


Whitmore, 19 


to 3. 

M‘Donatp, Jonn Campsett, & ANDREW THompson HoneyMAN DazeELL, 
Licensed Victuallers, Liverpool. First, 2s. 9d. Turner, 53 South John- 
st., Liverpool; any Wednesday, 11 to 2. 

M‘Lagry, Donatp, jun., Joun M‘Kean, & Rosert Lamont, Shipowner 
Liverpool. Creditors who proved under sep. est. of R. Lamont, on 718, 
inst.,.may receive a div. of 12s. 2d., on acc. of First Dividend of 20sh 
Turner, 53 South John-st., Liverpool; any Wednesday, 11 to 2. 

Mann, Joun, Ironmonger, Old Town-st., Plymouth. First, 4s. 3d. Hirtzel, 
Queen-st., Exeter ; any Tuesday or Friday, 11 to 2. 

Perry, SAMUEL, Jeweller, 18 Regent-pl., Caroline-st., Birmingham. First, 
114d. Whitmore, \9 Upper Temple-st., Birmingham; any Friday; 11 
to 3. 


CERTIFICATES, 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
Turspay, May 18, 1858. 

Barnes, Henry, Milkman, Chain-bridge-farm, Mountnessing, Essex, and 
of Artillery-passage, Bishopsgate, High-st., Shoreditch, Church-st., 

Friars-mount, Wentworth-st., and Goldsmith’s-row, Middlesex. June 10, 
at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Bennett, Georce, Outfitter, 100 Whitechapel. June 8, at 2; Basinghall-st. 

Baipers, Hansarp Jackson, Brewer, Vauxhall Brewery, Wandsworth-rd., 
and of Stowmarket, Suffolk. June 9, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. 

Broapsaipee, Epwarp, Upholsterer, 37, 38, & 39 Ship-st., Brighton. June 
10, at 11; Basinghall-st. 

Denes ms, Jom, Hotel Keeper, King’s Lynn, Norfolk. June 9, at 2.30; Ba- 
singhall-st. 

Craven, Tuomas PLumMeR, Painter, Scarborough. June 22, at 11; Com- 
mercial-bldgs., Leeds. 

—_ WitiaM, Grocer, Bexley-heath, Kent. June 10, at 11; Basing- 

~st. 

GoLpEn, James Witt1aMm, Card Maker, Brighouse, Yorkshire. June 22, at 
12; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. 

HELDMANN, Joszrn, Lace "Manufacturer, 15 Gutter-lane, Cheapside, be 23 
Adelaide-rd. North, St. John’s-wood. June 9, at 1.30; 

James, Cuanies, & Henny Joun Evans, Coopers, Beer-lane, London, “ee 
of Bermondsey-st. June 10, at 12.30; Basinghall-st, 

Lewis, Epwarp, & Joseru oem, Grocers, 42 & 43 High-st., Marylebone. 
June 10, at 11.80; Basinghall-st 

Povg, Epwann, Tea Dealer, Reading. June 9, at 2.30; Basinghall-st. 

PowELL, Wiiam, Grocer, Lowestoff, Suffolk. June 9, ati; Basinghall- 
street. 

Sapeees, Lazarus, Merchant, Houndsditch, June 19, at 12.30; Basing- 

tt, 

Scort, Geonex, Wharfinger & Coal Merchant, Moor-wharf, Uxbridge. 

June 9, at 12.30; Basinghall-st, 


Suaw, James, Cloth Merchant, “Huddersfiel June 21, at 11; Commer- 
chal. Leeds, 


Sxevrow, eNRY, Joun Hin, & Ropotea Sremnann, Commission Mer- 
—— Liverpool, and of Kingston-upon-Hull, June 9, at 11; Liver- 


poo 
Seusen, Henny, Brick, Slate, & Lime Merchant, St. John’s-wood-ter., 
Regent’s-park. J — * as 12; Basinghall-st, 
Watenston, ioe, Warknsron, Smith w Elswick, New- 
°: “iy (Waterton Brother) June joret tes Royal-arcade, 
ow 


Warr Guan Poulterer, Willingale Spain, Essex, Junesyatl; Bae 
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Fripay, May 21, 1858. 
ADRON, Lei Baker, 7 St. John-st., Clerkenwell. June 11, at 2; Bas- 


uate. Writs, i Dunnington, Yorkshire. June 14, at 11; 
Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. 

Brooke, WILLIAM Scuo.ertex, Woollen Merchant, Be Snee Al- 
mondbury. June 11, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. 

BUTLER, SPILSBURY, PHER Baker, & Cuartes Epwarp BUTLER, 
Wire Drawers, Birmingham. June 21, at 10; Birmingham 

CALDWELL, Henry CHartes, Scrivener, late of Singapore, now of 39 Ken- 
i i io gardens, Notting-hil. June 11, at 2; Basinghall-st. 

GLassON, r, ‘Newark-upon-Trent. June 22, at 
10.30; Shire-hall, Nottingham. 

—, Henry, Muslin Warehouseman, Bread-st. June 15, at 1 ; Basing- 

Harrison, Joun, Licensed Victualler, 126 Dale-st., Liverpool. June 14, at 
11; Liverpool. 

HEMMING, SAMUEL, Builder, Birmingham. June 11, at 10; Birmingham. 

Homan, JuLius, Wholesale Clothier, 7 Russia-row, Milk-st., Cheapside. 
June 11, at 11; Basinghall-st. 

JONES, Henry, Brass and German Silver Founder, Rockingham-st., Shef- 
field. June 12, at 10; Council-hall, Sheffield. 

LANCASHIRE, HENRY JosePa, Spirit Merchant, Pais. 3 Worcestershire, and 
of Bilston, Staffordshire. July 9, at 10; Birmingham 

Petts, Jonn, Corn and Coal Merchant, Elmswell, Suffolk. June 14, at 1; 
Basinghall-st. 


PENSTON, Gronce, & Saran burch aeons, 21 Penton-row, Wal- 
worth-rd. June 11, at 1; Basinghal 
a , SAMUEL, Grocer, Sheffield. 5a 12, at 10; Council-hall, Shef- 





Seaton, WiLL14M NewsouLp, Table Knife Manufacturer, Sheffield. June 
12, at 10; Council-hall, Sheffield. 

Saarp, Jouy, Innkeeper, Tickhill, Yorkshire. June 12, at 10; Sheffield. 

SHERRATT, Tuomas, Flour Factor, 59 White Horse-st., Stepney. June 15, 
at 12.30; Basi hall-st. 

Surra, (Geena, rocer, Bull-ring, Birmingham. June 11, at 10; Bir- 


sare Jou, Warehouseman, 2 Bow-churchyard. June 11, at 11; Ba- 
t. 


SYCKELMOoRE, Tuomas, Currier, Gabriel’s-hill, Maidstone. June 14, at 
11.30; Basinghall-st. 

TAYLor, Sa ets Earthenware Dealer, Halifax. June 11, at 11 ; Com- 
mercial-b' » Leeds. 

ro, 2 Sar Maltster, Warsop, Notts. June 12, at 10; Council-hall, 


Wart, ELIZABETH, Stationer, Birmingham. June 21, at 10; Birming- 


ham, 
Wuson, Caantes ALpert, & Wut1am WaLksRr WIi1s0N, Piano-forte 
Dealers, Leeds. June 11, ‘at 1; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. 


To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
Tusspay, Jay 18, 1858. 

Banker, Cartes Tae Haberdasher, Isley House, Moor-ter., New 
Peckham. Ma‘ 12, 3rd class. 

Barton, Jonny, GEORGE Barton, Copper-roller Manufacturers, pe 
bP feaige aye a May 12, 3rd class, after a suspension of 

yrs., to 

CULLEMORE, wate te Tremer, 1 Upper Seymour-st., Euston-sq. May 5, 
3rd class ed for 6 mos. 

cture Dealer, Birmingham. May 17, Ist class. 

M'GrLL, WILLIAM, * shij Builder, formerly of Charlotte Town, Prince Ed- 
ward's Island, North America; and at Manchester, England. May 6, 
3rd class, after a suspension of 6 calendar mos. from Noy. 5. 

M'Intyre, Tuomas, Tailor, Leeds. May 7, 2nd class. 

Patmer, Henry Boswetx, Patent Fire-light Manufacturer, 2 Pilgrim-st., 
Kennington, aad of Gun-alley, Sere May 10, 3rd class, to be 
‘suspended for 6 mos. from Jan. 2 

Reap, Jonn, Carpenter, 35 yong Whitecross-st., Cripplegate. May 10, 
ond class; to be suspended for 6 mos. from Jan. 9. 

Ricuarps, GeorGE Massvurr, Grocer, Northampton. May 12, 2nd class. 

SasermaNn, THomAs WILLIAM, Upholsterer, 97 St. James’s-st., Brighton. 
May 12, 2nd class. 

Surru, Joun, Paper Manufacturer, Morton Mills, Yorkshire. May 7, Ist 


Friary, Afay 21, 1858. 


Caress, Tuomas, Stone Grange, Staffordshire, Farmer, lately of Stafford, 
Linen Draper. May 14, 2nd class. 

Harpine, Vernon, Ironmonger, Liverpool. May 13, Ist class. 

Hawxins, James, late of Lee, Kent, Licensed V ictualler, now of 29 Rokeby- 
rd,, Deptford, out of business. May 14, 2nd class. 

Hemmine, ALrrep Jones, Licensed Victualler, Birmingham. May 14, 2nd 


Meyrick, James, Tailor, Crewe, Cheshire. April 19, 3rd class. 
os Enemas To Tomkrnson, Wine and Spirit Merchant, Wolverhampton. 
tia Treas, Inn Keeper, Chertsey. May 14, Ist class. 
Stan.ey, Joun Stnono’rrH’aRrM, Cotton Spinner, Ashton-under-Lyne. May 
13, Ist class, 
cage We Witt1am, Licensed Victualler, Three Cups Tavern, Bow. May 
Woon, Wurm, Builder, Milton-next-Grayesend. May 14, 2nd class. 


Professional Partnership Dissolved. 
Farway, May 21, 1858. 
Tuomas, Davip, & Wiiam Lawnance Banks, Attorneys-at-Law and 
Solicitors, Brecon. D. Thomas is empowered to discharge and settle all 
debts ig to and by the said co-partnership. By mutual consent; 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
; ‘Tugspay, May 18, 1858, 
‘Baanvow, Marizpa, Wheelw. ht, Kelham-st., , Snail. May 13, Zrue 
‘tee, J won ¢ Merchant, Sheffield ; J. Harrison, Tim- 
ber Merchant, ; Creditors to execute before July 14. Sol. 
‘ebster, "SC, yee Sheffield. 
Joun, Audlem, Cheshire. May 5, rwatees, W. Bissell, 








Factor & Ironmonger, Wolverhampton ; B. Woulidge, Yeoman, Wybun- 
bury. Sols. Machin & Baker, Audlem. ‘Cheshire. 

CrosFiELp, Joun, Corn Miller, Boston Spa, Yorkshire. Ziustees, J. Gibson, 
Farmer, Headley-hall; J. Chambers, Farmer, Bramham; G. Pawson, 
Farmer, Clifford, near Tadcaster, Yorkshire. Sol. Simpson, 34, Com- 
mercial-st. .» Leeds. 

Lean, Wi11AM, Builder, Macclesfield. May 6. Trustees, J. Mellor, Stone 
Merchant, Rainow, Cheshire ; T. Acton, Auctioneer, Manchester. Cre- 
—_ to execute before Aug. 7. Sols. Parrott, Colville, & May, Maccles- 

eld. 

Smrru, Joun, Grocer & Baker, Aldbourne, Wilts. May 14. Trustees, J. 
Langford, Miller, Hungerford ; J. Rumboll, Baker, Hungerford. Credi- 
tors to execute before Aug. 15. Sol. Astley, Hungerford. 


Farivar, May 21, 1858. 
snag. Tuomas, Shoemaker, Blackburn, Lancashire. May 12. Trustees, 
R. M. Somervell & J., Somervell, Leather Merchants, Kendal, od 
morland. Creditors to execute before June 12, Sols. Robinson ’& Son 
6 King-st., Blackburn. 

BarTLetr, Grorce, Draper, Bow. May 13. Trustee, F. Dennant, Ware- 
houseman, Aldermanbury. Sols. Sole & Co., 68 Aldermanbury. 

BerREY, GEORGE ALEXANDER, Wool Merchant, 69 High-st., Hoxton, New- 
inn-yd., Broadway, Hoxton,Gloucester-st., Hoxton, and 18a -st. 
April 22. Trustee, G. J. Berry, Esq., Beauchamp, Tulse-hill, Brixton. 
Creditors to execute before June 22. "Sol. Blake, 39 King William-st. 

Carpenter, Tuomas, Innkeeper, Hereford. May 8. Trustees, J. Stallard, 
Wine Merchant, Worcester; R. Barrett, Mercer, Hereford. Crediors to 
execute before July 8. Sol. Bodenham, Hereford. 

Frampton, Wittiam, Carpenter and Builder, Swindon, Wilts. May 10. 
Trustee, G. Reynolds, Coal Merchant, Swindon. Creditors to execute on 
or before August 10. ol. Bradford, Swindon. 

Gow, Joun, Linea Draper, Reading. May 8. Trustees, C. Keep, Butcher, 
Swallowfield, Wilts; J. C. Sharp, Warehouseman, Wood-st.. Cheapside. 
Sols. Mason & Sturt, 7 Gresham-st., acting with Neale, Reading. 

Hurron, Rosert, Paper Manufacturer, Whitehill, near Chester-le-Street, 
Durham. April 27. Trustees, P. S. Reid, Colliery Viewer, Pelten, Dur- 
ham; G. Murray, jun., Grocer, Chester-le-Street; H. Y. Richardson, 
Commission Agent, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Creditors to execute before 
July 28. Sols. Hodge & Harle, Wellington-pl., Pilgrim-st., Newcastle- 
upon- Tyne. 

JENNER, Epwakp Briscog, & W1t114m LippEtt, Smallware Manufacturer, 
Manchester. May 17. Trustees, G. R. Allinson, Commission Agent, 
Manchester ; W. Wadsworth, Commission Agent, Manchester ; E. Robin- 
son, Public Accountant, Manchester. Sol. Robinson, 37 Princess-st., 
Manchester. , 

Luxmoorge, Jonn, Coach Builder, Plymouth. April 27. Trustees, J. M. 
Lyne, Gent., Plymouth ; T. R. Hoare, of the frm of [Noble & Hoare, 
Varnish and Colour Manufacturers, Cornwall- rd., Stamford-st., Londen ; 
R. Conway, Accountant, Plymouth. ols. Gibson & Moore, 6 Courtenay- 
st., Plymouth. 

M'Guak, Joun, Corn Dealer, Eling, co. Southampton. May 3. Trustees, 
W. C. Westlake, Merchant, Southampton; W. S. Dancaster, Yeoman, 
Exbury. Creditors totexecute before July 3. Sols. Sharp, Harrisoa, & 
Sharp, 71 French-st., Southampton. 

West, Jony, & EDWARD Pyrwety (West & Pywell), Butchers, Leicester, 
J. West also carrying on the business of a Farmer on his own separate 
account. May 1. Trustees, T. Roberts, Farmer, Houghton-on-the-Hill, 
Leicestershire ; J. Cooke, Auctioneer, Leicester. Sols. R. & G. Toller, 
Wickliffe-st., Leicester. 


Creditors under Estates in the Court of Chancerp of 
the County Palatine of Gancaster. 
Fawar, May 21, 1858. 


Brartuwaite, Jonx, Ironmonger, Liverpool (who died in Aug., 1857). 
Thurstans v. Burrell. Lest Day for Proof, June 21, at the Registrar’s 
Office, 1 North John-st., Liverpool. 

Epwarps, JAMES, Agent, late of Liverpool (who died in Feb., 1857). Davis 
v. Edwards. ast Day for Proof, June 18, at the Registrar’s Office, 
1 North John-st., Liverpool. 

Watkins, Ricuarp Worron, Oil Refiner, St. Helen's and West Derby 
Lancashire (who died in June, 1857), Cowan ev. Watkins. Zast Day for 
Proof, June 18, at the Registrar’s Office, 1 North John-st., Liverpool. 


@Hinding-up of Joint Stock Compantes. 
Liurrep, IN Bankruprey.—Tusspay, May 18, 1358, 


Lonpon, Harwicu, & Continental Stream Packet Company (Lrrrep).— 
Mr. Commissioner Goulburn will sit, on June 16, at 11, at Basinghal!-st, 
to make a first dividend. 


Scotch Sequestrations. 
TurspaY, May 18, 1858, 

Biack, Jawea, Jonn Bonrurox, & Waursr Brack, Warehousemen, 
Glasgow. May 24, at 12; Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Sty. 
May 13, 

MEIKLE, James, Provision Merchant, Stobcross-st., Glasgow. ei big at 
12; Lennox's Temperance-hotel, Wilson-st., Glasgow, 

Srizns, Rorgrr, Coach Proprietor, and Wine and Spirit Nn 
Clyde-pl., Glasgow. May 25, at 1; Waverley-hotel, George-sq., Glasgow. 
Seq. May 15, 

Top, Wituiam, Farmer, Elphinstone Tower, near Tranent, Haddington. 
May 21, at 12; George-inn, Haddington, Seg, May 12. 


Faipay, Afay 21, 1858, 

Bissrr, James, Commission Agent, West North-st., Aberdeen. May 29, 
aé 2; Lemon.tree-tavern, Aberdeen. Seg. May 18. 

Parsnson, Anruvr, and Susan Gaavert, Milliners and Lace Merchants, 
George-st., Edinburgh. May 27, at 12; Bridge-hotel, 1 Princes-st., 
Edinburgh. Seg. May 15, 

Rappus, Buwapern, or ALSXANDER, Fouar at Dunoon, and a partner of 
the Western Beak of Sostland. Fadia at 12; Faculty-hall, St. 
George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. M 

Srawarr, Gavin (William ‘cinslio ry Son), Candle Maker, 47 Main-st,, 
Gorbals, Glasgow. May 28, at 12; Faculty-hall, St. George’sply Glas 
gow, Seg. May 17, 
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O SOLICITORS._PLANS and SURVEYS of 
ESTATES, LAND, and BUILDINGS, and SURVEYS for DILAPI- 
DATIONS, &c., made in Town or Country, and upon advantageous Terms 
to Solicitors. Address, Mr. J. W. WILKINS, Surveyor and Drainage Engi- 
neer, Temple Chambers, opposite St. Dunstan’s Church, Fleet-street, E. C. 


¢ kag BE SOLD, pursuant to an Order of the High 

Court of Chancery, made in a Cause “ Kerrich v. Fitzgerald,” with 
the approbation of the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Torin Kindersley, the 
Judge to whose Court the said Cause is attached, by Messrs. CHINNOCK 
and GALSWORTHY, at the AUCTION MART, in the City of London, on 
TUESDAY, the 15th day of JUNE, 1858, at One o’clock in the afternoon, 
in One LOT, the Mining Property known as the PENDLETON COLLIERY, 
situate 2} miles only from the Royal Exchange of the City of Manchester, 
comprising the FITZGERALD MINES, the DUCHY MINES, and the 
BLOMELEY MINES, extending under about 662 acres of land, with the 
requisite surface rights. The Mines at present open for working embrace 
four valuable Seams, called the Albert, Rams, New, and Binn Mines, pro- 
ducing Coals of excellent quality, which are in good demand in the imme- 
diate neighbourhood, both for private and manufacturing purposes; and, 
by means of the River Irwell, the Bolton and Bury Canal, and the Lanca- 
shire and Yorkshire Railway, are available for the extensive markets in the 
important manufacturing districts round Manchester, and with a right of 
free toll over the suspension bridge leading into Broughton, the most im- 
portant suburb of Manchester, thereby securing a large private trade. The 
Property is held direct from the freeholders, under leases containing cove- 
nants most favourable to lessees, the chief part being for a term, of which 
forty-four years are unexpired, at rents amounting in the whole to annual 
rental of £350, with Royalties averaging only £40 per statute acre of Coal 
worked ; and the Mines are underleased to Messrs. Andrew Knowles and 
Sons, with covenants similar to the original lease, for the whole term, at 
the improved rent of £1,436 per annum; thus producing a profit rent of 
£586 per annum, exclusive of royalties, which average £100 per statute 
acre of Coal worked, a large prospective increasing income being thus 
obtained. A large outlay has been made by the Lessees in sinking shafts, 
and in erecting plant and machinery, all of the most improved and sub- 
stantial character, and the Works are being carried on with great spirit, 
and in a highly-satisfactory manner. 

Printed particulars and conditions of sale (with plans annexed) may be 
obtained (gratis) in London, of Messrs. Cooper and Hodgson, Solicitors, 3, 
Verulam-buildings, Gray’s-inn; of Messrs. White and Bonett, Solicitors, 
10, Whitehall-place ; and at the Auction Mart, and of Messrs. Chinnock 
and Galsworthy, Land Agents and Surveyors, No. 28, Regent-street, Water- 
loo-place ; and in the country, of Hugh Higson, Esq., Receiver, Broughton, 
and at the principal hotels in Manchester and Liverpool. 








BUCKINGHAMSHIRE. — Sale of further part of the Buckingham and 
Chandos Estates, including a portion of the domain of Stowe. 
ESSRS. HARRISON and SON will SELL by 

AUCTION, at the WHITE HART INN, BUCKINGHAM, on WED- 

NESDAY, MAY 26, at TWELVE o'clock at noon, FREEHOLD, COPY- 

HOLD, and LEASEHOLD ESTATES, mostly Tithe free and Land-tax 

redeemed, all in the County of Buckingham, and producing a rental of 

nearly £2,250 per annum. The Estates are admirably suited for invest- 
ment or occupation, and will be sold in Sixteen Lots, comprising the follow- 
ing particulars ;—Lot 1. Moreton Lodge and several cottages and gardens, 
and 56 acres of land in Maids Moreton. Lot 2. A Farm-house, several cot- 
tages, and 103 acres of land, also in Maids Moreton. Lot 3. The lot Mea- 
dows near the town of Buckingham, containing 20a. 3r. 39p. Lot 4. Two 

Dwelling-houses, on the Market-hill, Buckingham, and la. 3r. 26p. of land, 

in the occupation of Mr. D. P. King and Mrs. Bartlett. Lot 5. Part of Boy- 

cott Farm, in the parishes of Stowe and Water Stratford, consisting of a 

farm-house and buildings, a cottage, and 152 acres of land. Lot6. An 

Estate, consisting of several farms, containing 537 acres of land, situate in 

the parishes of Stowe and Water Stratford. Lots 7 to 14. Several Dwell- 

ing-houses, shops, and gardens in Church-street, Mill-street, Castle-street, 
and West-street, in Buckingham. Lot 15. A Farm, situate in Preston Bis- 
set and Tingewick, containing 116 acres of land ; and Lot 16. Three closes 
of land in Brill, containing lla. 3r. 29p. The estates are approached on all 
sides by good roads, and lie in the neighbourhood of the Town of Bucking- 
ham, or within an easy distance of the towns of Bicester and Brackley, and 
are within two hours’ ride by railway from London ; and the farms are in 
the occupation of respectable tenants, at very moderate rents. The lots 
near Buckingham will be shown by Mr. Thomas Beards, the Steward of the 

Estate, who resides at Stowe. 

Particulars and conditions of sale, with plans, may be obtained at the 
Offices of Messrs. Currie, Woodgate, and Williams, Solicitors, 32, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields, London, W.C.; of Henry Small, Esq., Solicitor, Buckingham ; of 
the Auctioneers, Buckingham ; and of Mr. Thomas Beards, the Steward, at 
Stowe. 





KENT.—In BANKRUPTCY.—Freehold first-class, Investments in Land 
Houses, and Trade Premises, at Hadlow, Plaxtol, and Maidstone, and 
Five valuable Life Policies. 

R. TOOTELL is directed by the Assignees and 
Mortgagees of William Harrison and George Taylor, Bankrupts, to 

SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, London, on WEDNESDAY, JUNE 2, 

1858, at Twelve, in Eleven Lots, the following ESTATES :—At HADLOW, 

near Tonbridge, the newly-erected and superior premises known as the 

“CLOSE BREWERY ;” a Dwelling-house, extensive Grocer’s and Draper's 

Shop and Warehouses, two Dwelling-houses and a Shop, and “ Gobland’s 

Farm,” forty-one acres in extent. A MEETING-HOUSE or Chapel, at 

DUNK’S GREEN, PLAXTOL. Important TRADE PREMISES, handsome 

Shop, Dwelling-house, and spacious Warehouse, in the HIGH STREET, 

M TONE. Two Dwelling-houses, with a Beer-house, close to the Maid- 

stone Railway Station. And Five valuable LIFE POLICIES in the Kent, 

London Life, and Gresham Assurance Offices. 

Particulars and conditions of sale may be obtained at the Rose and Crown, 
Tonbridge; Greyhound, Hadlow; Sun, Chatham; New Falcon Hotel, 
Gravesend; Auction Mart, London; of H. H. Stansfeld, Esq., Official 
Assignee, 10a, Basinghall-street, London; Messrs. Monckton and Son, Soli- 
citors to the Assignees, Maidstone; Messrs. Alleyne and Walker, Solicitors, 
Tonbridge ; Messrs. Druce and Sons, Solicitors, 10, Billiter-square, London ; 
Messrs. Monckton, oF aml Monckton, Solicitors, 1, Raymond-buildings, 
fo deny London, W.C.; and of Mr. Tootell, Land Agent and Vaiuer, 


* 


‘YO BE SOLD, PURSUANT to a DECRETAL 

. ORDER of the HIGH COURT of CHANCERY, made in a CAUSE 
JEFFERSON v. JEFFERSON, with the approbation of the VICE-CHAN- 
CELLOR Sir RICHARD TORIN KINDERSLEY, by Mr. THOMAS KING, 
the person appointed by the said Judge, at the AUCTION MART, opposite 
the Bank of England, on WEDNESDAY, the 9th day of JUNE, 1858, at 
TWELVE for ONE o’Clock precisely, in One Lot, a FREEHOLD ESTATE, 
situate at Stair, near Tonbridge, in the county of Kent, late the property 
of Thomas Jefferson, of Tonbridge, in the county of Kent, Ironmonger, 
deceased, and now in the occupation of Messrs. Humphrey, Humphrey, 
Payne, and Diplock. 

Particulars and Conditions of Sale may be had (gratis) of Mr. William 
Warwick King, of 42, Bond-street, Brighton; of Messrs. King & Webb, 
35, King-street, Cheapside, London; of Mr. William Henry Barber, of 29, 
Nicholas-lane, London; and of Messrs. Church & Langdale, of 38, South- 
ampton-buildings, Chancery-lane, London; at the principal Inns in the 
Neighbourhood of the property ; and of the Auctioneer, Mr. Thomas King, 
of the firm of King & Welch, opposite Camden-road, Holloway, Middlesex, 

FREDC, ERS. EDWARDS, Chief Clerk. 
WILLIAM WARWICK KING, 35, King-street, Cheapside, 
Plaintiff's Solicitor. 








5 ie be SOLD by AUCTION, pursuant to a Decree 
of the High Court of Chancery, made in certain causes of ** Hallpike 
v. Rowden,” and “ Hallpike v. Richardson,” with the approbation of his 
Honour the Vice-Chancellor Sir R. T. Kindersley, by Mr. CHARLES F, 
MOORE (the person appointed by the said Judge to sell the same), at the 
GEORGE HOTEL, STROUD, in the County of Gloucester, on FRIDAY, the 
llth day of June, 1858, at THREE o’clock in the afternoon, in Three Lots, 
the following PROPERTY—viz. The Lightpill-mill Estate, in the severul 
parishes of Rodborough and Kingstanley, in the county of Gloucester, 
Lot 1, consisting of a newly-built Mill, Mill Houses, or Factories, called 
Lightpill-mill, with the mill-ponds, cottage, workshops, store-houses, count- 
ing-houses, offices, and other buildings, courts, yards, and garden ground, 
altogether adjoining, containing by admeasurement 2a. 2r. 12p.; the reser- 
voir and paddock, near la, lr. 23p.; a close of pasture land, called the 
Rack-hill Leaze, containing by recent admeasurement 5a. Or. 7p.; a close 
of pasture land, called the Sliding-close, containing by admeasurement 
9a. 3r. 16p.; a piece of coppice or wood land adjoining, Ir. 14p.; a close of 
pasture, called Stepstile, with a piece of coppice or wood land at the 
north end thereof, containing by admeasurement 3r. 36p.; also a small 
piece of garden ground, by the turnpike gate, containing 29p., together 
with the fixtures, water wheels, shafts, general gearing, and machinery 
belonging to the vendors, in and on the mill premises, and the timber 
and other trees growing on the land. The above premises, with the 
exception of the coppices, which are in hand, were by lease, dated 25th 
July, 1854, demised to Mr. William Barnard, Clothier, for a term of fourteen 
years, from 25th December, 1853, at the low annual rent pf £220, in con- 
sideration of Mr. Barnard having expended upwards of £1,800 in new 
buildings, and in substantially improving the mills. The lessee pays the 
land-tax and the tithe-rent charge, and is under covenant to keep in repair 
the internal and external parts of all the buildings, and to keep the build- 
ings insured from loss by fire in the sum of £2,600. The vendors or the 
owners for the time being of the premises have the ion of purchasing 
the steam-engine erected by Mr. Barnard, and the lers and apparatus 
for working the same, at an agreed price, at the end of his term. Let 2, 
consisting of the Absolute Reversion to a Moiety of the Sum of £420 NEW 
THREE PER CENTS., standing in the name of Ann Randall, widow, sub- 
ject to the life interest therein of a lady born in March, 1777. Lot 3, con- 
sisting of a POLICY of ASSURANCE for £500, on the life of Mr. William 
Henry Mackay, granted by the Atlas Assurance Office, dated 6th January, 
1826, numbered 4,136, at the annual premium of £12 10s. 5d. The abso- 
lute bonuses declared on this policy up to 1854 amount to £230, which will 
be sold therewith. 

Particulars and conditions of sale may be had (gratis) in London, of 
Messrs. Warry, Robins, and Burges, No. 70, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Solicitors ; 
and of Messrs. Trinder and Eyre, No. 1, John-street, Bedford-row, Soli- 
citors; and in the country, of Messrs. Mullings, Daubeny, and Chubb, 
Solicitors, Cirencester ; and of the Auctioneer, Cirencester aforesaid, and 
at the place of sale. WARRY, ROBINS, and BURGES, 

70, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London. 





FEE FARM RENTS, arising from Property in Suffolk. 


ESSRS. BEADEL and SONS have received in- 
structions to SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, BARTHOLOMEW 
LANE, LONDON, on TUESDAY, JUNE 8, at TWELVE, in One Lot, 
THREE undivided FOURTH PARTS or SHARES of and in all that 
ANNUAL or FEE FARM RENT of £25 2s. 1d., issuing out of the Manor 
of Ertury ; also all that Annual or Fee Farm Rent of £61 5s. A suing 
out of the Manor of Stoke nigh Clare; and also all that Fee Farm Rent 
of £8 16s. 8d, payable out of the site or late house or college of Stoke, all 
in the county of Suffolk, and all paid by John Elton Harvey Elwes, Esq., 
of Stoke College. 
Particulars may be obtained of Henry Gibson, Esq., Solicitor, Ongar, 
Essex; at the Mart; and of Messrs. Beadel & Sons, 25, Gresham-street, 
London, E.C. 





LEADENHALL STREET.—Valuable and im t Freehold Premises, 
situate near the Royal Exchange and Bank of England, and nearly opp0- 
site the East India House. 


ESSRS. BEADEL and SONS ¢are instructed to 
SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, on TUESDAY, JUNE 8, at 
TWELVE, in One Lot, an exceedingly valuable and important FREEHOLD 
PROPERTY, comprising the brick-built premises, most commandingly 
situate, and known as No. 146, Leadenhall-street, in the occupation of 
Messrs. Butters, Gordon, and Yeatman, at rents amounting to 2300 Past 
annum. ‘The situation of these valuable premises, nearly opposite the 
India House, within a short distance of the Bank of England and a 
and in one of the leading thoroughfares jin the heart of the City, 
them eligible either for business or as a secure investment, the ground it- 
self being in an advantageous situation for the erection of substantial first- 
class warehouses or offices, 
Particulars may be obtained of Messrs. Wordsworth, Greathead, and 

Blake, Solicitors, South Sea House, Threadneedle-street; at the Mart; and — 





of Messrs, Beadel & Sons, 25, Gresham-street, E.C. 
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the course of the morning. [tis particularly requested, 

lai etal laritles uf: thie 

Sorwarded to the Publisher, tn case they should 
continue, he will be happy to forward the Journal direct from 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


—_——- 
LONDON, MAY 29, 1858. 





CROSSED CHEQUES. 


Exchequer Chamber has affirmed the judgment 
Court of Common Pleas, by which the Crossed 
Act of 1856 has been reduced to a dead letter. 
face of this decision it is ails to contend 
interpretation put upon the statute is inconsis- 

ith the i hed vules of construction by which 
Acts of Parliament are rendered nugatory. 
of the case is that, despite all the 

ical reasoning brought to bear upon it, 
the intention of the Legislature was 
cheque the character which the 
to recognise. In deference to so much 
ity, it must be admitted that the language 
not this intention with 
superhuman ess which the Courts 
is useless now to ask whether the mis- 
i rouge hy comedy raed statute, 
extreme severity of the rules of interpretation 
in the courts. There has been an unfor- 
, and all that remains to be 
ing Act, in which the will of 
in terms which cannot be 
ae etd aes 
crossing a me had no other t 

ion to the banker not to pay without inquiry 
a member of his own “Tis oh 
Bellamy.v. Majori . 389), pro- 
two grounds, of which one was, that it 
ar that ag Cap the — 

| understood crossing of a 
‘effect of an absolute prohibi- 
but a banker. 


z was, that such a cae 
terpretation, even if proved, was illegal, inasm as 
was not absolutely payable to bearer 
i with:a bill- It was clearly 
mercantile community to remedy this 
ition or custom of their own. ) 
ding effect to the ing of 
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an} may or may not have been expressed 


c. 25, was accordingly. Its object appeared 
the preamble, which recited that it would conduce 4 
the ease of commerce, the security of property, and the 
prevention of crime, if drawers or of drafts 
were enabled effectually to direct the pa t to be 
made only —.* banker. It woul renee 
to carry out this intention by saying that a 

which had been crossed should on ne authority to 
pay to any bearer, as it otherwise would be, but only 
an authority to to, or through a banker. 

The Act, u ily, adopted another form of words, 
supposed to be identical in meaning with those which we 
have suggested. It says that where a draft bears across 
its face the name of a banker, or the words “ & Co.,” 
ae — ae have the force we direction Saou 

ers that the cheque is to be pai ly toor 
a banker, and the same shall yon only to or 
through some banker. 

This seems tolerably intelligible, but the Courts have 
held that the enactment aeliee only to the case where 
the draft bears the addition at the time of presentation. 

The case of Simmons v. Taylor shows how completely 
this interpretation destroys the effect of the statute. 
There the cheque had been crossed by the drawer, and 
the crossing was cleverly obliterated by a finder, ora 
thief, and so presented. The bankers paid it, and the 
question was, whether this was a payment by the autho- 
rity of the drawer or not. If it was, he could not 
recover from the bank ; if it was not, the bankers were 
liable to bear the loss occasioned by the successful fraud 
practised upon them. 

The result of the decision is this, that the cheque in 

uestion, when it was first issued was, in the words of 
the statute, an instrument which would be “* —_ 
only to or through some banker.” The plaintiff had 
sent it out as an authority to this extent, and no more. 
Could any ne on holder, by a fraudulent alteration, 
enlarge the authority which the plaintiff had given? 
The Courts say that he could, and that the instant the 

ing was obliterated the cheque gained the quality 

which it did not before possess, of bemg payable to any 
one who might present it. In the Court below, this 
conclusion was based on the assumption that, because 
the statute allowed, any holder to narrow the ri 
given by a cheque, by adding certain words across it, 
therefore it must be inferred, that a ing power 
to. enlarge the authority by striking out the crossing 
was intended also to be given to every successive holder 
of a draft... This si doctrine was not 
sanctioned by the Court of Appeal ; but all the judges con- 
eee Se eens Seat Ge crossing was not a part of 
the cheque at all, and that, as soon as the ing was gone, 
the document became, what it had-never been , an 
order to pay unreservedly to bearer. It was not questioned 
that this view reduced. the statute to nothing, and, in- 
deed, Mr. Baron Bramwell expressly lays it down that 
“ before the Act, the crossing of a ue was a caution 
to the banker, and now it is an emphatic caution.” For 
anything beyond this the Act contained only “ unmean- 
ing expressions.” What the legal difference may be 
between a “caution” and an “emphatic caution,” we 
confess we do not know, but this something or ing, 
as the case may be, is all that we have gained by the 
statute. Indeed, the same learned j whom we 
have already cited, said that the Act had failed, 
it attem to do an impossibility, namely, “ to make 
cheque payable to bearer not payable to ." But 
with ah. miaieine this was certainly not what the 
Legislature intended to do, whether it be or be not the 
strict effect of the language used. What was intended, 
undoubtedly, was, to give to the crossing the effect of a 
partial revocation of the authority to mes bearer, or 
m other words, to & proviso on 
limited authority. is intention may or may not ha 
been wise, though few will doubt its wisdom, and it 
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but it involves no more impossibility or contradiction 
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than is contained in an absolute gift to A., with a proviso 
that it shall not take effect unless he first fulfils 
some condition—as, for example, taking the name and 
arms of the donor. In some sense e authority sub- 
ject to a restrictive proviso may be called a contradic- 
tion, since the proviso tanto revokes the first 


authority. But such authorities are very familiar and- 


very intelligible, and it is hard to accuse the Legislature 
of attempting an impossibility by adding such a proviso 
to the general authority contained in the direction to pay 
to bearer. The truth is, it was never meant to make a 
cheque both payable to bearer and not payable to bearer, 
as the learned Baron paradoxically put it; but it was 
intended to give power to the drawer or holder of a 
cheque to attach a proviso to the unqualified authority 
which the instrument would otherwise imply. And why 
should this not be done? We will assume that the 
failure of the Act is due to the clumsiness of Parliament, 
and not to the purism of judicial construction, and the 
only inference is, that Parliament having succeeded in 
8 tifying itself by a piece of bad drafting, should, with- 
out delay, vindicate its character by passing a new statute 
to effect the so-called impossibility which the convenience 
of commerce has so long demanded. Of all impos- 
sibilities, it will be one of the very easiest which a 
draftsman was ever asked to surmount ; and if a case on 
such a new Act should ever come before the Court of 
Exchequer, we hope Mr. Baron Bramwell will congra- 
tulate the Legislature on having struck out the word 
“ impossibility” from its vocabulary. 





> 


PROFESSIONAL JEALOUSIES 


There can be no undertaking more mischievous to the 
profession than that of pores Abie | to place its two 
associated bodies in antagonism. We would ask every 
reader whether it is not obvious to common sense that 
the existence of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law 
Association, or of some similar body, is useful, if not 
necessary, to the prosperity of the Incorporated Law 
Society. We cannot suppose that those who make it 
their chief business to excite and aggravate professional 
jealonsies would be at all less active in their pernicious 
efforts if the younger association did not exist. Now, 
it is undeniable that the constitution of the older 
body is, and must inevitably remain, such as always 
to afford some pretext for the imputation of undue regard 
for metropolitan as opposed to provincial interests. We 
have remarked with pleasure that the council of 
the Law Society have taken such opportunities as 
occurred of combating a sus jicion which, as we 
very well know, is quite inconsistent with the reality. 
It is obvious, too, that the greatly increased rapidity 
and frequency of communication between London 
and the country has done much to correct the ex- 
clusively metropolitan aspect which in former days may 
have been with some justice attributed to the Society. 
Nevertheless, it is only consistent with the ordinar 
habits of mankind that the meeti 
should be attended with a deal of re; ty b 
solicitors practising in the immediate neig ke 
and that, although the nomination of country members 
may, and we hope will be from time to time extended, 
such members will never be sufficiently numerous and 


of the council 


able to command sufficient leisure to take a very im- . 


portant in the weekly deliberations of the council- 
room. We know that the disposition to counteract this 
tendency in every way exists, and will be acted on; but 
still it is to some extent inherent in the constitution and 
character of the Law Society; and, therefore, we say 
that it is for the interest of the whole profession 
that the Met itan and Provincial Association should 
be maintai in influence and prosperity. ‘The 
early pry! of this Association is within the know- 
ps ie of ail 


poo ere not wome of the 





old Society among the most active of the new 
‘Auschenien | cart did they not rdetl pins the 
ground which we have urged above, as jusying, and, 
indeed, demanding the establishment of another institu. 
tion, whose outward form, as well as its internal policy, 
should be so shaped from the very first as to command 
provincial confidence? But if this reason was a 
one for founding the new association, it must be equally 
forcible for maintaining it. The growing sense of 
ral profeerional interests has led to the increased activity 
of the Society, as well as to the foundation of the. 
ciation. There is nothing hostile in these two m nik 
tions of the same spirit, and there is not th sllest 
justification for endeavouring to breed hostility between 
two bodies, who have each its own appropriate and suffi- 
cient duty. 

It is sometimes pretended that there is a 


and 
timate connection between the committee of the Asso- 
ciation and the conductors of this Journal. Now, we 
cannot better illustrate our view of the usefulness of the 
Association than by pointing out that it is made to bear 
a. charge which, if it had never existed, would very 
robably have been laid a the door of pol na Society. 
he materials necessary for getting up a’ pagating 
such an imputation are—a very small mc of fact, 
an unblushing effrontery and untiring assiduity of asser- 
tion, and an ample fund of easy undiscriminating cre- 
dulity. Now, it cannot be denied or concealed, that 
members of the managing committee of the Association 
are directors of the Law Newspaper Company ; but it 
is equally notorious, and quite as much, or as little, 
deserving notice, that members of the council of the 
Society are also directors of the same company. We 
are aware that it did once happen that the secretary of 
the Association wrote an official letter upon a sheet of 
paper which had “Law Newspaper Company Limited” 
at the top of it. This was a cireumstance, it appears, 
almost as pregnant with occult consequences as are the 
minute daily incidents which form the gossip of what are 
called ‘diplomatic circles” upon the Continent. If we had 
resided in Vienna at the time of Lord John Russell's 
celebrated mission, and had learned properly to appre- 
ciate the importance of Count Buol ing his snuff- 
box to Prince Gortschakoff, it is possible that we should 
be more capable of understanding the full significance 
of the fact that Mr. Shaen did one day put his hand 
into the wrong compartment of a portfolio, 
cannot help thinking that, grave as may have been the 
importance of this incident, we could, if such revelations 
were not inexpedient, supply more than one fact at least 
as demonstrative of complicity between the Law Society 
and this Journal. We think, therefore, that. if 
motive existed for getting up such a charge, h 
fact might be found to serve the purpose in 8 
hands. Then we know that practice nei damps 
hardihood nor lessens the facility of assertion, and 
arc forced to the conclusion—not very flattering to 
body of solicitors—that among them may be 
many who will yield belief to anythi 
steadily repeated, rather than give 
trouble of inquiry. On the whole, then, 
us that an attempt to fasten upon the La 
imputation of getting up a newspaper, 
specially advocate metropolitan int 
adequate inducement, have been com 
prospect of success. No such 
made, because the association 
easier mark; and we think that it has 
to the popularity, and therefore to the 
Society, and thus, in one respect, at least, 
the interests of the whole profession. 

We have, during the of our brief 
observed and recorded of both 
bodies. ‘The older society is, we trust, too 
in the confidence of the to be 
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should be at all unfavourable, it is satisfactory to think 
that if we do not succeed in bringing about what appears 
to us to be the improvement of the Society, we may at 
least, by our censure, increase the confidence with 
which it is regarded. The Law Institution is the 
itory of extensive powers, and in their exer- 
eise it moves with deliberate and sometimes tardy steps. 
The Association, on the other hand, acts under a lighter 
load of responsibility, and, therefore, with greater 
promptitude. The enemies of the first might say that 
it is inactive and slow; and the enemies of the second 
that it is busy and precipitate. But the friends of both, 
and of the profession, will judge that each does its own 
proper duty well; that each may find opportunities of 
undertaking what the other could not so well perform ; 
and that the difference of origin and character is 
adapted to the diverse sympathies and principles of sup- 
so that the older body may find most favour in 
one quarter, and the younger in another ; and thus the 
two, in friendly rivalry, may unite the profession for 
common objects much more completely than could be 
done by either if in sole possession of the field. 
Opponents of the Association have, we believe, ob- 
jected that it is too fond of publishing its proceedings. 
Friends of the Society have, on the other hand, lamented 
that much of the good work it does is hidden from all 
but patient readers of the annual report. We need not 
point out that, if the Association in this respect imitated 
the Society, the opportunity would instantly be seized 
of imputing to it either that it was doing thing at all, 
or was busy in some dark scheme for the destruction of 
the majority of solicitors. As it is, the managing com- 
mittee is ceaselessly assailed with imputations of pur- 
suing the most treacherous conduct under the influence 
of the most sordid motives; and if they venture upon 
offering any defence they are censured for attackin 
those who really have assailed them. It is expec 
that gentlemen of the highest professional reputation 
will sit still for ever and hear themselves accused with 
wearisome iteration of stupid disregard alike of expe- 
diency and of honesty. Sometimes the charge is that, 
4 unscrupulous abuse of the position of managers of 
e Association, they are bent on making the for- 


tune of this Journal, and, we suppose, their own 


in connection with it. Sometimes the gain aimed at 
through the Journal is not a direct pecuniary A yw but 
is to be realized by centralizing in London all the con- 
veyancing business of the country. Other managers, it 
seems, do not do our humble selves the honour to make 
of us their stepping-stone to fortune. Their dishonesty 
is of a less ingenious and original type, and their hope is 
merely that through the Association they may increase 
the number of their agencies. We are taught by a pro- 
verb to some general good to happen when rogues 
fall out; and these conspirators, it is evident, must 
shortly quarrel, since one section aims at abolishing 
country solicitors altogether, while the other is simply 
trying to steal a bese on all competitors for agency 
upon the usual terms. This last discovery of iris 
motives among the committee should set all anxiety at 
test. The house in Bedford-row is divided against itself, 
and therefore it must fall, and the profession in the pro- 
vinees will be safe. 


Legal SN evs. 


EXCHEQUER CHAMBER. 
Practicr.—May 24. 
Mr. Karslake asked the Court if he might make a short motion 
before their Lordships 
The Lorp Cuter BARoN—What is it? 
Mr. Karslake—It is a writ of error from a judgment of the 
Court of Queen's Bench on a mandamus to compel a gentleman 
to serve the office of Sheriff for Bristol. My motion is, 


i ju may be sn by consent, so that the case 
ears et pee ad 








The Lonp Cuter Baron—It would be most improper if 
sent up 2 nominal judgment agreed to between the parties with. 
out argument. The House of Lords would, if we acceded to 
this application, have a right to complain that we had abandoned 
our duty. 

Application refused. 


JUDICIAL CHANGES. 


Mr. Justice Coleridge is about to quit the bench, and he 
will be succeeded by Mr. Hugh Hill, Q.C. The Daily News 
says :— 

Sir John Taylor Coleridge, the retiring judge, has been for 
more than twenty-three years on the bench, having succeeded 
Sir William Taunton, one of the judges of the Court of Queen's 
Bench, on the 28th January (Hilary Term), 1835. Sir John 
Coleridge was educated at Oxford, and took his degree in Easter 
Term, 1812, when he was the only man of his year in the first 
class in classics; in 1810 he obtained the prize for Latin v 
and in 1813 the two prizes for the Latin and English essa 
Mr. Justice Coleridge, while at the bar, went the Western Cir- 
cuit, and became a serjeant in 1832, three years before he was 
raised to the bench. 

Mr. Hugh Hill, Q.C., the newly-appointed judge, was ealled 
to the bar in 1841, before which time he had practised with 
great success as a pleader for a considerable number of years. 
Mr. Hill's pleading connection early introduced him to business, 
and from the date of his call his practice was considerable, espe- 
cially in mercantile cases. On the Northern Circuit he soon 
stepped into the first junior business, and was extensively re- 
tained in the City of London. In the year 1851 he was called 
within the bar; and latterly, in consequence of a failure in 
health, arising from the over-pressure of business, he had given 
up answering cases, confining himself to practice in open court. 
Mr. Hill’s age is sixty, or thereabouts; he has never taken an 
active part in politics, but is understood to be a strong Con- 
servative. 

STAMP DUTY ON CHEQUES. 

By the Act c, 20 of this session, passed on the 21st instant, 
1, From and after May 24, 1858, all drafts or orders for the 
ment of any sum of money to the bearer on demand, whi 
being’ drawn upon any banker, or any person or persons acting 
as a banker, and residing or transacting the business of a ban- 
ker, within fifteen miles of the place where such drafts or orders 
are issued, are now exempt from stamp duty, shall be charge- 
able with the stamp duty of one penny for every such draft 
or order, 

2. The duty is to be under the care of the Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue. Powers and provisions of former Acts are to 
apply to this Act. 

DELAYS IN CHANCERY. 

We understand that a deputation from the Incorporated Law 
Society has waited on the Lord Chancellor, on the subject of 
the existing delays in Chancery; and that his Lordship 
the deputation with great attention and courtesy, for upwards 
of an hour, and promised his best consideration of the subjects 
brought under his notice. 


BIRMINGHAM CHAMBER OF COMMERCE. 

A meeting of the council of this chamber was held at the 
offices of the chamber, on Thursday, the 20th inst. The prin- 
cipal business transacted was the consideration of the Partner- 
ship Registration Bill, now before the House of Commons, and 
the Bankruptcy and Insolvency Bill, which has been prepared 
by the delegates from the various Chambers of C e and 
Trade Protection Societies. 

The Partnership Registration Bill provides for the registration jor 
of all private saftnertiins through the district superintendent 
registrars of births and deaths ; but it was considered by the 
council that this machinery would be too cumbrous and compli- 
cated, and that a central registration in London,.by the Joint- 
stock Company's registrar, would be more simple and con- 
venient. Mr, A. Ryland read the draft of a petition to the 
House of Commons, praying that the latter mode should be 
adopted; which petition was approved and directed to be 
forwarded to Mr. Spooner for presentation. 

The Bankruptcy and Insolvency Bill, which comprises no 
less than 466 clauses, was considered, and the general prineiples 
of the Bill were approved. 





ne 


CORONERS’ ACCOUNTS, 
On the 27th inst. a general meeting of the magistracy of 
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Middlesex was held at Clerkenwell, for the consideration of 
business relating to the county. Mr. Pownall presided. 

The report of the Finance and General Purposes Committee 
contained a recommendation that the coroners’ fees in six cases 
in the account of Mr. Baker, and two in the account of Mr. 
Wakley, should be disallowed, such inquests having been, in 
the opinion of the committee, unnecessarily held. The com- 
mittee recommended also, “ That, in lien of three fees of 
12. 6s. 8d. each, and eleven fees of 6s. 8d. each, charged in Mr. 
Wakley’s account, in respect of inquests taken by him in the 
cases of Richard Smith, Harriet Smith, Alfred Smith, Harriet 
Smith, jun., Henry Smith, Walter Smith, Thomas Smith, Maria 
Smith, Mary Smith, Jessie Smith, William Hedger, Eliza 
Hedger, John Hedger, and William Hedger, jun., who were 
found dead in the ruins of a burnt house, No. 20, Gilbert-street, 
Bloomsbury, one fee of 11. 6s. 8d. only be allowed. 

The attention of the Court was called by Mr. G. F. Young 
to a letter, by Mr. Baker, on the subject of the disallowance of 
these fees, and after a short discussion the matter was referred 
back to the committee to consider Mr. Baker's letter and report 
thereon to the Court. 





’ LIMITED LIABILITY OF BANKING COMPANIES. 


The following is a very brief summary of the arguments 
urged for and against the extension of the principle of limited 
liability to banking companies, in the debate in the House of 
Commons, on Thursday, May 13:— 


Mr. HEaDLAM moved the second reading of the Bill. 


Mr. Biack argued, from the case of the Western Bank of 
Scotland, in favour of unlimited liability, and remarked upon 
the degree of ruin which would have fallen upon a multitude 
of small depositors if the shareholders were not liable. 

Mr. Drummond concurred, and urged that the result of 
the measure would be to increase the trade in paper money, and 
to shorten the interval between panics. 

Sir W. Dunsar did not understand why the principle of 
limited liability should not be extended to banking. He be- 
lieved that the result would be, that persons of prudence, who 
“were at present deterred by the risk, would become share- 
holders. He opposed the provision of the Bill which excepted 
banks of issue from its operation, although he admitted that a 
note-holder had no option, and was an involuntary creditor. 

Mr. Bovitt urged that the Bill was nothing more nor less 
than an attempt to benefit directors and shareholders at the 
expense of the public. All the objects for which banks are 
established would be better attained by unlimited than limited 
liability. The promoters of this Bill said, that unlimited -lia- 
‘bility prevented respectable persons: from joining banks; but 
this argument was sufticiently answered by the published lists 
of directors and shareholders of joint-stock banks. He quoted 
several high authorities to prove that limited liability would 
have the effect of making bank directors more reckless. After 

inquiries by committees the House had declared that 
limited liability should not exist in joint-stock banks. He held 
that, in case of the failure of a bank, the loss should fall upon 
the directors and shareholders, and not upon those that trusted 
them. He had not heard any ground for the measure, unless it 
was desired to relieve directors and shareholders, and to throw 
the loss upon the innocent public. 

Sir G. C. Lewis maintained that limited liability is now, on 
certain conditions, the rule of commercial undertakings, and 
that there is no valid distinction between banks of deposit and 
other trades; and as banks of issue are excepted, he would 
vote for the Bill. But he did not consider it desirable 
to give any artificial encouragement to the increase of 
joint-stock banks. The introduction of limited liability 
would, he thought, have a contrary effect, and tend to 
withdraw from joint-stock banks that confidence on the 
part of the public which led to operations on a scale of vast 
magnitude, both in London and the provinces, and which ap- 

to be grounded upon the unlimited liability of a large 

ly of shareholders, By the very constitution of a joint-stock 

bank, the confidence which the shareholders must repose in 

their directors was blind; and he thought that depositors, who 

trusted a bank established on the principle of limited liability, 

had no reason to complain that, in the case of the failure of 
such bank, a portion of the loss fell upon themselves. 

Mr. Matiys said, Parliament had adopted the principle of 
limited liability in regard to traders, and he had heard no good 
reasons giveo why it should not be extended to bankers. 

The CHANCELLOR or THE Excnequer agreed that the ques- 
tion of the soundness of the principle of limited liability was 
not now under discussion, but only the question of remoying a 








particular restriction. It was, no doubt, a great question whe- 
ther the privilege of limited liability would be generally adopted 
by banks. He could not help thinking, that banks established 
upon that principle, having to contend with banks founded upon 
the principle of unlimited liability, would have a difficult com- 
petition to sustain; and if banks of unlimited liability com- 
manded the preference of the public, no great danger would 
result from the removal of the restriction which now existed. 
He agreed that the note-holders ought to be protected, and in 
the present Bill that protection was provided for, The Bill, as 
it was drawn, would have a retrospective influence; but he did 
not think that any bank, founded upon the principle of un- 
limited liability, should have the power of depriving its credi- 
tors of their rights, by transforming itself into a bank with 
limited liability. ‘That was a matter, however, which could be 
considered in committee. 
The Bill was read a second time. 





COUNSEL IN COUNTY COURTS. 


The Incorporated Law Society have, we hear, communicated 
with Mr. Koe, in consequence of his recommendation that counsel 
should be employed in all cases where the debt amounted to 
upwards of £20; and it is understood that the learned judge, 
for the present at least, has relinquished his proposed change, 
and that in the most courteous terms. 





BANKRUPTCY REFORM. 
(From the Law Amendment Journal.) 


On Thursday, the 20th, the committee of delegates from the 
Chambers of Commerce and Trade Protection Societies appointed 
by the National Association at Birmingham, in October last, 
held their second meeting in Waterloo-place. The object of the 
meeting was to consider the “ Bill to amend and ‘consolidate 
the Laws relating to Bankruptcy and Insolvency,” which had 
been prepared by a sub-committee appointed for the purpose, 
and which had been previously circulated among the chambers 
and societies represented at Birmingham. The Bill consolidates 
the whole statute law relating to bankruptcy and insolvency ; 
abolishes the insolvency courts, and the distinction between 
trader and non-trader ; enables creditors to register private ar- 
rangements, and to enforce their truste in a summary manner ; 
and aims at improving the administration in bankruptcy by 8 
reduction of expense, and by giving greater power to creditors. 
It also confers concurrent jurisdiction on the county courts, 
abolishes the classification of certificates, and makes more 
stringent provision against fraud. The Bill was approved and 
adopted by the delegates, subject to some alterations in details re- 
solved on by the meeting ; and a vote of thanks to the sub- 
committee was unanimously carried. On the following 
morning the committee, accompanied by Mr. Headlam, M. P., 
waited on Lord John Russell, the president of the jurisprudence 
department of the association, and the mover of the resolution 
under which the committee was appointed, and laid before him 
the result of their labours, 





UNITED STATES LAW. 


In the Circuit Court, Sussex county, United States, the 
victim of a rape, on presenting herself to give evidence, was 
objected to on the ground that she was not sufficiently white to 
entitle her to such a privilege. ‘['wo physicians and an expert 
were called upon to decide the question, but the former were 
unable to come to a conclusion. The latter, however, decided 
that she was at least one-fourth coloured, and the Court there- 
upon rejected her as an incompetent witness. 

In Boone county, Kentucky, a young man named Hardisty 
was tried and acquitted for having killed a man named Grubb, 
who had seduced his sister. Upon acquitting him the judge 
congratulated the prisoner, and stated that had he been 
wronged in the same manner he would have done the same 
thing. 





THE LATE SIR W. H. MAULE. 

Last week we reprinted from the Law Magazine and Law 
Review of the present month, some passages illustrative of the 
humour of the late Sir W. H. Maule. We now extract from 
the same memoir its leading biographical particulars :— 

“Sir W. H. Maule was born en the 25th of April, 1788, 
at Edmonton, in Middlesex, where his father was a i 
practitioner. . His earliest education was such as could be 
got in the neighbourhood. At the) age of eleven, he was 
taken o- 
King’s Col 
ford, near Ealing. 


of by his father’s brother, an ex-fellow of 
‘ = e, and rector of Great Green- 
rom 


uncle’s death, which took place 











th 
ed 
sel 
to 
ge, 
ge, 


the 


y a 


ore 
and 
re- 
ub- 
ring 


nce 
tion 


Law 
’ the 


from 
788, 
tical 
1 be 
was 
w of 
een- 
vlace 








.& result of the local celebrity which Mr. Maule had ac- 





May 29, 1858. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 








in his seventeenth year, his preparation for Cambridge was 
entirely his own work; how efficiently carried on may be 


estimated from the fact, that, on his commencing residence 


there, he was at once transferred to the lecture-room of the 
second year. An anecdote from this interval between school 
and college is worth preserving, as exhibiting in early life that 
aptitude for humorous turn of thought which was afterwards 
so remarkable in him. In a letter to his father, giving an 
account of a journey of some length which he had made on 
horseback, he relates how his pony had shied at a waggon of 
hay:—I thought it very strange,’ he goes on to say, ‘for a 
horse to be frightened at a load of hay, till I remembered 
having seen people frightened at a drove of oxen who had no 
objection to a dinner of beef.’ 

“ At Cambridge, where he commenced residence at Trinity 
College in October, 1806, and graduated in due course in 1810, 
his career was a brilliant one. He was senior wrangler, it 
might almost be said without a second; for the semi-official 
rumour which is apt to be current on such occasions, stated the 
marks obtained by the two first wranglers at 1600 and 900 
respectively, though the second (Mr. Brandreth, since of 
the Northern circuit, who was also senior medallist, the 
highest honour in classics) would, it was acknowledged, have 
made a highly respectable first in any ordinary year. The 
year was a fortunate one: on its list of honours stand several 
other names which have since been heard of in the world, as 
those of Mr. Baron Platt; Dr. Musgrave, Archbishop of York; Dr. 
Mountain, Bishop of Quebec; Mr. Duckworth, M. P. for 
Leicester, and Master in Chancery; and Mr. Bonham Carter, 
M.P. for Portsmouth, long a public character as Sir R. Peel’s 
parliamentary whipper-in. ‘lhe last-named gentleman may 
claim a speciul mention here, as the only person who could 
boast of having beaten the subject of our memoir in an examin- 
ation—it was in the college examination which takes place at 
the close of the first academical year, upon the subjects of the 
past year’s lectures, the result of which, on this occasion, gave 
Carter first, Maule second. 

“Upon obtaining his degree, Mr. Maule did not immediately 
leave Cambridge, but stayed there for some time, taking pu- 
pils and awaiting a fellowship, to which he was chosen at the 
election of October, 1811, the éarliest at which he was admis- 
sible as a candidate. Among his pupils were two who have 
since achieved eminence in the same profession with himself, 
Sir Edward Ryan, late Chief Justice of Bengal, and now one 
of the most active members of the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council, and the present Judge Ordinary of the new 
Courts of Probate and Matrimonial Causes. After leaving 
Cambridge, he kept his terms at Lincoln’s-inn, attended the 
chambers of Mr. Brady, a special pleader of that day, was 
called to the bar in 1814, joined the Oxford circuit in the 
summer of that year, and held his first brief at the Usk 
(Monmouthshire) Midsummer Sessions. He also attended the 
Welsh courts of the Brecon circuit, which have since become an 
antiquarian curiosity, but which were then in the full vigour of 
living reality. Among his contemporaries in attendance on 
these Welsh courts (which, it must be remembered, exercised 
equitable as well as legal jurisdiction), was the present Lord 
Justice Knight Bruce, then Mr. Knight, of whose powers in 
handling a jury, and especially a certain jury of Glamorgan- 
shire squires, in a case which, in some way, involved their 

wirearchical prejudices, he was wont to s with an 

iration which might almost lead us to suppose that the 
object of it, great as his success has been at the equity bar, had 
yet rather missed his vocation in devoting himself to that 
branch of the profession. 

“ At the bar the harvest of success is proverbially of slow 
growth, and Mr. Maule did not find it otherwise. 

“So far as success on circuit was concerned, his mode of 
address was not probably altogether of the kind best suited to 
the common run of country juries. His train of thought was 
too strictly logical to be readily followed by those who were not 

ves logical, and his irony was not unfrequently perhaps 
taken for earnest by the matter-of-fact clowns. 

“In London his success was earlier; and, though far from 
rapid, steadily progressive, He obtained a silk gown during 
the vacation preceding Easter Term, 1833, and, as first-fruits 
of it, the important appointment of counsel to the Bank 
¢ Seees, on the elevation of Sir James Scarlett to the 


“The case of all others, probably, in which Mr. Maule 
distinguished himself by general power as an advocate, was 
that of the Carlow county election petition in 1835. As 


the general election of 1837, to become a candidate for the 
representation of the borough of Carlow, an invitation which 
he accepted, and which gave him a seat in Parliament, though 
nut without a smart contest in the first instance, and a petition 
against his return afterwards. The petition failed, the com- 
mittee having refused to open the registry, and the - 
tioners thereupon withdrawing from the prosecution it. 
Of his parliamentary career, short as it was, there is not much 
to be said; he had barely time to begin feeling his way; and 
when he spoke it was at no great length, and on subjects either 
strictly professional or of a professional bearing. 

Shortly before the spring circuit of 1839 he was appointed 
to the bench of the Court of Exchequer, upon the resignation 
of Mr. Baron Bolland. Early in Michaelmas term of the same 
year he was transferred to the Common Pleas, upon the death 
of Mr. Justice Vaughan; in that court he remained till his 
retirement in the summer of 1855; and it is with that court 
that his name will remain connected in the memory of the 
profession—by the public at large, he is naturally most com- 
monly thought of as a judge of assize and of the Central 
Criminal Court. 

“Throughout the greater part by far of his judicial career, 
Mr. Justice Maule had suffered severely from confirmed i 
health; in the latter years of it, to such a degree that hardly 
& circuit passed without an attack that gave reason to fear 
it might be the last. How severe had been the 
of ill health that forced him to retirement may be in some 
degree estimated from the fact, that, since his appointment 
to the Privy Council, he had again and again been prevented 
by it from paying her Majesty the usual mark of respect by 
attendance at a levee—an omission certainly not intentional; 
for, with all his aversion to any thing like sycophancy or 
solicitation of favour, no one was ever better dis to render 
their legitimate homage to high place and established institu- 
tions. He continued to think anxiously upon the subject; and, 
but a few days before his death, he had expressed his intention 
of making an attempt at fulfilling what he regarded as a duty 
on the very first occasion that should present itself. 

“ After sustaining more than one attack in which his life had 
been all but despaired of, Sir W. Maule at last sank, after an 
illness of a few days, from which neither he himself nor those 
about him had entertained any apprehensions, and from which 
he was considered to be recovering. Death came upon him so 
suddenly, that the approach of it gave the first warning of 
immediate danger, and, though sensible to the last, he probably 
passed away without being more distinctly aware that he was 
dying than one is that one is going to sleep. He was never 
married; the sole descendants of his father and mother that he 
has left behind, are his only sister with her family; his two 
brothers died young, and both unmarried, the one, as has been 
already mentioned, the elder (and eldest of the family), as a 
lieutenant on the East India Company’s Madras Establish- 
ment.” ‘ 

The appointment of a successor to the late Mr. John Fre- 
derick Foster, chairman tothe Salford Hundred Quarter Sessions, 
took place lately. At the meeting for the purpose there 
were 86 magistrates present out of about 130. The only can- 
didates were—Mr. D. Maude, stipendiary magistrate for 
Manchester; and Mr. E. Ovens, barrister. These gentlemen 
having been nominated, there appeared, on a division, 50 votes 
for Mr. Ovens, and 36 for Mr. Maude. It was accordingly re- 
solved to memorialize the Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster 
to place Mr. Ovens in the commission of the peace, in order to 
qualify him for the office to which he is now elected. 


The revenue of the Court of Bankruptcy for the year 1857 
amounted to £100,752, and the charge to £86,255, leaving a 
surplus of £14,496 of the revenue. £38,050 accrued from per 
centage fees by official assignees; £19,109 from stamp duties by 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue; and £42,728 from interest 
in the bankruptcy fund account. In the charge salaries figure 
for £55,580; compensations for £18,355; and for 
£4,349. In the four years ending the llth of Oc , 1857, 

2,533 petitions for adjudication in bankruptcy were filed, of 
which 2,368 were prosecuted to adjudication. The annual 
average remuneration of the official assi is as follows :—Mr. 
W. Bell, £2,778 (net); P. Johnson, £915; C. Lee, £3,579 ; E. 
W. Edwards, £1,458 ; W. Whitmore, 1,541; H. H. Cannan, 
, £2,997 ; G. J. Graham, £773 ; H. H. Stansfeld, £1,992 ; W. 
Pennell, £2,460; and Isaac Nicholson, £1,813. mes- 
senger's receive a net average income of £1,000 to £1582. The 
names of the “ of the London court are J. Cooper, 
J. Johnstone, T. E. Stubbs, J. D. Austin, and T, Hamber. 
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Durham District Bank as recently settled, contains the names 
of 407 persons, holding 55,658 shares. Of the 407 contributories 
66 are returned as spinsters and 36 as widows, or about one- 
fourth of the whole number. The number of shares held by 
these ladies ranges from 10 to 360. About 40 shareholders are 
returned as “gentlemen,” 2 as baronets, 24 as “ esquires,” and 
20 as merchants. The remainder of the list is made up of 

persons in retail businesses and in subordinate pales Bs 
One b holder of 10 shares is described as a butler, another of 5 
as a gardener, another of 45 as a coachman, another of 5 as a 
female servant, and 2 holding 50 jointly as a porter and a 
bricklayer. 

Mr. Joseph Pollock, the Judge of the County Court, Liver- 
pool, died on the 26th inst. He retired from the office in Octo- 
ber last, when he received a pension of £1,000 a year. He 
had held the appointment since the dismissal of Mr. Ramshay. 
Mr. Pollock's successor is Mr. Blair, who has held the office 
since the deceased's retirement. The salary is £1,500 a-year. 

At the present moment there are 173 petitions for divorce or 
for judicial separation pending in the Divorce Court. 

Mr. Petersdorff and Mr. Payne (of the Home Circuit), Mr 
Cross (of the Northern Circuit), and Mr. Tozer (of the Norfolk 
Circuit), have been raised to the rank of Serjeants-at-law. 


> 


Recent Decisions in Chancery. 


_—— 


Witt or Testamentary Writinc—Ho.Locrara—Scorcu 
Law—Onvus PropanpI—ERasureEs, INTERLINEATIONS, 
&c.— CHARITABLE BEQueEsT. 

Anderson v. Anderson, 6 W. R. 526; Ewan v. Morris, Id. 556. 
There is a considerable difference between the law relating to 

wills in Scotland and in England, owing to the fact, that the 

i Vict. c. 26 does not extend to the former country, nor is it 

governed by any similar statute. There are, therefore, nume- 

rous questions arising in the Scotch courts as to the testamen- 
tary character of writings left by, or found in the pos- 
session of, a deceased person, which questions the Eng- 
lish Wills het renders impossible here. The above-named 
cases are illustrations in point, and the litigation in 
these cases could not have arisen in our courts; yet they 
both involve legal considerations that are not confined 
to testamentary writings, but extend to writings of every 
description, where they are not instruments executed in 
due form. In Scotland the power to bequeath moveable 
estate is fettered by no statutory forms whatever; and 
where the deceased has with his own hand expressed his 
will as to his personal property, however informally he 
may have done so, the law of Scotland, if possible, will give 
the effect of a will to what he has written. In Stod- 
dart v. Grant (1 Macq. 163), the House of Lords went so far 
as to hold that seven separate documents, some of which were 
found in a bandbox, and others in various drawers throughout 
the house of the alleged testator, possessed the testamentary 

, being all written by the testator himself. The Scotch 
law does all that it can thus to give effect to holograph wri- 
tings; indeed, in Turnbull v. Doods (6 33. M. od T. 605), some 
expressions used by Lord Jeffrey have been supposed to be an 
authority, that, whenever a writing was alleged to be a holo- 
graph, the burden of proving that it was not in the handwriting 
of the person set was thrown upon the party denying it. 

The decision in Anderson vy. Andersm, however, puts an end to 

this absurd notion; and the last-mentioned decision is an 

authority that it is not enough to prove that a writing set up as 
being testamentary is all in one handwriting, but the party 
relying upon the holograph must further prove that it is in the 
handwriting of the alleged testator. The general rule on 
this point applying to the present case, as well as to 
every case in both countries, was well expressed by Lord 

Wi . “A person,” said his Lordship, “ who propounds 

a will which is to take away an estate from the next of kin or 

the heir at law must prove that it is an instrument properly 

executed, according to the law of the place where the testator 

and that it contains ths free free will of a capable 

testator.” In Lwan v. Morris the question turned mainly upon 
certain @ ), which ‘hese admittedly holograph of 
the testator, were so much obliterated in Fa) td 
seratcheA out—that the judges of the Court of Session 1d them 





to be ituprobative and uatestamieo: in the condition in which 
they were finally left ly the a The Lord Justice Clerk 
condilarel that the could. not all the writings toge- 





jottings” from which the deceased intended, at some time or 
another, to have a settlement made up. Lord Murray said, that 
if he could take a word from one writing and put tit in the place 
of a word scratched out in another, it might help to explain the 
obliterated writings; but that, taking the “ writings, with their 
double and single scratchings, » he could not make a will out of 
them. In one of these holograph writings the deceased had 
made what would have been held a ee gift to establish an 
hospital in Dundee, adding a description of its size, &c., 
which he afterwards drew his pen through, including 
in the deletion the word “hospital” itself. Subsequently, he 
wrote on the same piece of paper, “I hereby wish only 
100 boys to be admitted in the hospital at Dundee;” and 
then followed something more which was also struck through. 
Lord Wood considered that the deleted portion formed 
no part of the writing ; and if the writing were read minus the 
deleted portion, it was unintelligible. He was of opinion that 
in a holograph, the deleted portion might properly be read for 
the purpose of seeing whether it was in substantialibus, and if 
it was found to be so, such deletion was to be deemed. a. recall 
of the testator’s wish; and therefore the deletion of the word 
“ hospital” was fatal to the gift. ‘“ The Court has never recog- 
nised,” said Lord Cowan, “ the principle that obliterations like 
these may be read in order to ascertain the intention of the 
testator.” The Scotch judges were also unanimous that the 
two writings could not be connected together; that the second 
could not be read as referring to the former writing; and that 
the two could not be placed together, so as by a transposition 
of sentences from one to the other to make sense out of both, 
neither being intelligible in itself—in other words, that the two 
writings could not be read as one continuous instrument, and 
that, even if they could, the language as it stood, without 
transposition, being insensible, would not constitute a valid 
legacy. On appeal to the House of Lords, this decision 
of the Court of Session was unanimously reversed, the 
House of Lords being of opinion that the deletion of 
the word “hospital” in the first writing was manifestly 
accidental; and even if it were not, that the two writings 
might be read together, and being so read, that there 
was a sufficient indication of an intention on the part of 
the testator to make a valid gift. Their Lordships considered 
that the two writings together might, according to the Scotch 
law, be taken as a completed testamentary instrument. The Lord 
Chancellor thought that mere obliteration is not conclusive as to 
the testator’s intention; and he was of opinion that there were 
strong grounds for considering the deletion of the word “ hospital” 
to be an accident. Lord Cranworth considered that he was at 
liberty to look at the erased words, to discover the testator’s 
meaning in what he allowed to remain unerased. Both these 
learned lords and Lord Wensleydale were of opinion that, at all 
events, what remained undeleted was probative, the writings 
being in every part, including the signature, holograph of the 
testator; and that the testator’s intention to make a gift to an 
hospital to be established at Dundee, was sufficiently apparent 
from what was undeleted, without imputing to accident the 
deletion of the word “ hospital ” in the first writing. 

The Scotch Court having decided that the papers 
were not testamentary, it was unnecessary to decide upon 
the question whether the gift was valid or not. The House 
of Lords having held that the papers were testamentary 
and probative, the further point was argued whether a tes- 
tator’s wish to establish in Dundee an hospital (school), 
to contain 100 boys, was or was not a gift void for un- 
certainty. No sum of money was named by the testator; 
and it is clear law that, where the subject of the gift is inde- 
finite, it is void. Their Lordships held, however, that the gift 
here was of such a sum as would reasonably be sufficient to 
erect a proper building for the purpose of the charity, and also 
to establish and maintain the institution generally, to ascertain 
which they remitted the case to the Court of Session upon an 
inquiry. 

ADMINISTRATION Suit—Vorp Devise Tro Caanity—Costs. 
Saunders v. Miller, 6 W. KR. 454. 

The general rule in administration suits is, that the costs are 
to be paid out of the personal residue. The cases of Pickford 
v. Brown, Brown v. Brown (4 W. R, 478), ly illustrate 
this. ‘The ——s question was, whether a coral gift, affect- 
ing both realty and personalty, was void for remoteness. Brown 
v. Brown was the sult of the heir aang to ie only, Pick- 
Jord v. Brown was a suit 7 ae a share of the 
age A as one of the next of kin t was, that 
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DAs, » does ndt ititerfére with a previous series 
effect that where a gift of a mixed fund 
é Costs will, in some cases, be apportioned between the 
. Marsden (4 M. & C. 281) 
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aécumulations should be borne rateably by the heir and next 
of kin, bat all that was properly costs of administration was 


Christion v. Foster (2 Ph. 161) is another case proceeding on 
thé same principles, which are now well settled; but these de- 
cisions ate foufided on the existence of a mixed fund of realty 
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which difficulties arose, and another specific devise of B. to a 
charity, which was clearly bad. The heir contended that he 
was entitled (as to costs) to Stand in the sate position as the 
charity would have stood in if the gift had been good, and to be 
exonerated from costs, which in that case would have fallen 
exclusively on the This contention went beyond 
the actual detision-in Eyre v. Marsden, for that case only 
decided that the failure of a gift did not convert the subject 
ard into.residue so as to make it liable to the whole costs of 
inistration; but. the argument in the present case, that the 
heir taking a void devise, which, if good, would have escaped 
costs, was cy Poy ay to exemption, seems to be supported, by 
ictum in Lyre v. Marsden, that on the failure of 
pcarhage gtd to costs is the same as if it had taken effect. 
r of the Rolls, however, held that the costs were to 
borne by the heir and next of kin, according as they arose 
from the administration of the realty and personalty respec- 
tively. There seems to have been no residue, but it does not 
appear that the will created any mixed fund, and it is therefore 
somewhat difficult to reconcile this judgment with Pickford v. 
Brown, as well as with the dictum in Lyre v. Marsden. 
ee eee 


Cases at Comnton Ra specially Enteresting to Attorneys 


Forcery at Common Law—TrapesMEN’s LABELS— 
N's CERTIFICATES. 
Reg. v. Smith, 6 W. Bu, C. C. Ru, 495. 
R. v. Wilson, Id. 508. 
The notice taken in our last week’s impression* of some 
recent cases in which have been discussed the nature of those 


. documents which may be the subject of forgery at common 


F 


4 be supplemetited by those now under discussion. 
Tn the first, it was held that the offence cannot be committed 
in respect of a printed label or wrapper used by a tradesman to 
enclose packed articles, and containing his name. The prisoner 
ishing to sell. certain powders of his own making as powders 
wn as “ Borwick’s Powders,” had gone to a printer and (re- 
ting his own name to be Borwick) had induced the 

i to print labels with that name thereon, by means of 
which the prisoner subsequently sold off his own powders. The 
Court, however, all held that the making or uttering of such a 
document did not constitute the offence of forgery with which 
the prisoner had been charged and convicted. It was intimated 
that the prisoner should have been indicted for obtaining money 
under false pretences; or that the prosecutor might have had 
Tebourse to ings in equity to restrain the use of the 
labels with Borwick’s name; or that, lastly, an action at 
law have been brought for the deceit, Of such an action 
the recent case of Farina v. Silverlock (6 W. R., Q. B., 501) is 
example. But it deserves notice in that case Lord 
explained that the action being founded on fraud 

d not lie if a trade mark were imitated for a lawful pur- 
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1854, as well as with a forgery at common law. And all the 
Court held, that under the statute at all events the conviction 
might besustained. As to the other point, they expressed no 
opinion; but it seems clear that the offence committed did not 
satisfy the test of forgery laid down in R. v. Moak (6 W. BR. 
470), viz. that there must be an intention to defraud some 
particular person. 


Bitts or ExcHANGE anD Promissory Nores—BurTHEN 
OF PRooF oF CONSIDERATION. 


Hill v. Featherstone, 6 W. R., Exch., 496. 

One of the most important incidents which attaches to bills 
of exchange and promissory notes, is that—contrary to the law 
which governs simple contracts in general—he who seeks to 
enforce them is only required to prove the signature of the 
party charged, and not the consideration for which the instra- 
ment was given. However, if the party charged is, on his ee 
in a condition to show that he received no consideration, ani 
that the holder gave none, the claim of the latter will under 
such circumstances be barred; for then the principle which 
governs these instruments, as well as other simple contracts, 
comes into operation, viz. that ex nudo pacto non oritur actio. 
The only peculiarity, therefore, with regard to these instru- 
ments in this respect, is, that they import on the face of 
them a consideration, until it be negatived aliunde. 

But where a party charged on a bill or note relies for hi® 
defence on the want of consideration, he is bound to put & plea 
to that effect on the record. And if issue be joimed on suck 
a plea, it is then his duty to give some evidence in support of it. 
It is sufficient for this purpose, however, if he can show that 
the person who endorsed the bill to the plaintiff got i 
of it fraudulently; for then it becomes incumbent upon the: 
plaintiff to prove that he gave consideration for it. . This was 
solemnly decided by the Court of Exchequer, in Bailey v. 
Bidwell (13 Mee. & W. 73), an authority followed by the Court 
of Queen’s Bench (in opposition to the earlier case of Brown v. 
Philpot, 2 M. & Rob. 285) in the case of Smith v. Braine (16 
Q. B. 244), in the year 1851. The reason given was shortly 
this—that the note being proved by the defendant to have been 
obtained by fraud, or affected by illegality, that fact raises « 
presumption that the person who had been guilty of the ille- 
gality would dispose of it, and would place it in the hands of 
another person to sue upon it; and that hence it is just to 
throw upon the plaintiff, under such circumstances, the bur- 
then of showing that he was a bond fide endorsee for value, and 
thereby rebutting such presumption. It will be observed that 
this is by way of exception to the general rule, which throws 
upon the defendant the obligation of he aera all the facts 


of the plaintiff; and a rule for a new trial was in consequence. 
obtained and made absolute. 


ATTORNEY AND CiiENT—Costs oF Taxation—Con- 
SOLIDATION OF ACTIONS. 
Beardsall v. Cheetham ; Same v. Same; 6 W. R., Q. B., 504. 
Tn both of these actions the plaintiff sued the defendant for 
professional work done for him as an attorney, in the course of 
the same year, such work being of four different kinds. A 
signed bill was first delivered in respect of three kinds of busi- 


single writ for the aggregate amount of the claims comprised in 
the two bills, in order to avoid the expense of two actions, and 
should waive the necessity for allowing a month to expire after 
delivery of the second bill sent in. This offer was rej 
on which the plaintiff sued out separate writs for the amount 
each bill. Ultimately, both bills were referred to taxation, 
less than one-sixth was struck off from the bill first sued 
while more than one-sixth was struck off from the 
was the subject of the second action. Had the two 
put together more than one-sixth would have been 
the whole. The Master, under these cirewmstances, gave 
allocations in respect of each action; but an application was 
made to the Court on behalf of the defendant, that the 
should review his taxation by giving one allocation in 
“the costs of taxing the bills, instead of dividing the 
taxation into two sets; and also to consolidate the two actions 
—the effect of this arrangement being obviously to w the 
costs of the taxation altogether on = instead of, as 
was 
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completed before either of the bills had been delivered, it should 
have been included in a single action, and that an attorney can- 
not split his demands in the way which had been attempted by 
the plaintiff. ‘To this it was replied, that the plaintiff had 
offered to bring an action for the joint amount, but that the 
defendant had refused, on his side, to waive the necessity of 
another month being allowed to expire. And it was maintained 
that an attorney has a right to deliver separate bills when the 
business done by him is of different kinds. The Court, how- 
ever, with the exception of one judge, held, that, “upon the 
whole,” the rule should be made absolute; as the bills should 
have been included ina single action. The dissentient was Mr. 
Justice Erle, who said—“ I regret very much the decision that 
the Court has come to. The plaintiff is a creditor, and stands 
on his legal rights, and has suffered much from the delays which 
have been put in his way.” 

Osraintnc Property By Fatse PRETENCES—NATURE OF 

THE OFFENCE. 


Reg. v. West, 6 W. R., C. C. R., 506. 


It may be remembered that, a few weeks ago, we noticed 
some cases, then recently decided,* as to the offence of obtain- 
ing property by false pretences. By one of these (Reg. v. Fry) 
it was decided that, when a misrepresentation of a matter of 
fact is accompanied by a promise, the promise does not prevent 
the case from coming within the statute by which the offence 
of obtaining property by false pretences is regulated. In that 
case, the property obtained had been parted with, in part reli- 
ance on a promise, by the prisoner, that it would be returned. 
The case under discussion was decided upon the authority of 
the above-mentioned case of Reg. v. Fry, and should be noticed 
therefore as confirmatory of the proposition thereby laid down. 


RECEIVING GOODS, KNOWING THEM TO HAVE BEEN 
EMBEZZLED. 
Reg. v. Frampton, 6 W. R., C. C. R., 514. 

By this case the important principle is established, that the 
offence of receiving goods, knowing them to have been embez- 
aled, is equivalent to receiving them knowing them to have been 
stolen. This is by the effect of the 47th section of the 7 & 8 
Geo. 4, c. 29, which enacts, that if any clerk or servant shall, 
by virtue of his employment, receive into his possession any 
chattel, money, or valuable security, for or in the name or on 
the account of his master, and shall fraudulently embezzle the 
same, such offender shall be deemed to have feloniously stolen 
them. Hence, a conviction upon a count framed under this 
provision is equivalent to a conviction for stealing; and, by the 
ease under discussion, it was, in effect, held that a prisoner 
charged with feloniously receiving goods, knowing them to have 
been stolen, is properly convicted thereon, if it appear that he 
lew them to have been embezzled. 

Actiox ror Fatse ImprisoNMENT—EVIDENCE IN MITIGA- 
TION OF DAMAGES UNDER THE GENERAL IssveE. 
Linford v. Lake, 6 W. R., Exch., 515. 

This was an action for false imprisonment, and the only plea 
on the record was the general issue—Not Guilty. At the trial 
it appeared that the plaintiff had been given in custody without 
any warrant by the defendant, and charged before a police 
magistrate with having committed a certain offence, which accu- 


This evi- 
dence, esa the judge rejected; and a new trial was now 
granted, on the ground that the evidence was admissible 
under the general issue to negative the existence of malice, in- 
asmuch as it afforded no complete answer to the action for the 
false imprisonment, as it would have done had the arrest of the 
ee ee The rule upon eens 

stated in Sedgwick on Damages, p. 546, was cited by M 
Bramwell, with commendation of its accuracy. , ses me 
ything which is = complete answer to the action must be 
either in bar or justification; but matters which go to 
the character of the offence, or to mitigate the amount 
pe ta which the jury may award, may be given in evi- 
dence under the general issue. 
Wartrr ae or Supriy ror “ Domestic 
BE.” 


ES Gare ate ced Gaslight Company, 6 W. R.., 
+, 515, 
By the Act under which the above company carry on their 


* Gop. p. 306. 








business, they are bound to furnish to the owner or otcupier 
of any house, entitled to demand “a supply of water for 
domestic use,” a sufficient supply according to the poor-rate 
assessment for the house in question. By another provision in 
the Act, however, a supply | of water Py domestic purposes is 
not to include a supply for “ machinery or railways, or for ~ 
trade or business, or for watering gardens, or for 
for any ornamental purposes whatever.” The appellant in the 
case under discussion, having used the water supplied to him 
for cleaning a carriage he kept on the premises, and for giving 
drink to his horse, was convicted before and fined a. Son na 
trates under the penal clauses of the company’s Act. 
port of this conviction, the respondents urged that the LT. | 

the Act “ domestic use,” must be construed narrowly, and re- : 
ferred only to user by the family; but the Court held the 
magistrates were wrong. The company might perhaps have 
rated the house too low, but they could not obtain their object 
by prosecuting the appellant for making use of the water sup- 

lied to him in a way perfectly unexceptionable in point of 
“— If the conviction were held right, the appellant could not 
safely give water to any dog or cat on the premises, 
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Corresponvence. 


AUTHORITY TO VENDOR'S SOLICITOR TO RECEIVE 
PURCHASE-MONEY.—Viney v. Chaplin. 


To the Editor of Tue Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL & REPORTER. 


Srr,—For some time past there has been a discussion as to 
the propriety of a purchaser’s solicitor requiring the vendor's 
solicitor to produce a written authority to pay to him the 
purchase-money, over and above the production of the convey- 
ance duly executed, with receipt indorsed, duly signed and 
witnessed. In common with other practitioners rf have shrunk 
from demanding this authority, 2s in many cases to have de- 
manded it would have implied, or at all events would have 
been construed as implying, distrust of the vendor’s attorney. 
Now that the point has been settled by the case of Viney v. 
Chaplin, deciding that the possession of the —— with 
receipt indorsed, duly executed, &c., is not of itself sufficient 
authority to pay the money to the party i in possession of the 
deed, would it not be as well that the law societies should 
recommend that the vendor's authority be in all cases obtained, 
in fact, making it a matter of business, so that the requisition 
might no longer be considered as evincing distrust of the 
vendor's attorney. 

Of course the same rule should be made with respect to 
mortgage transactions.—Yours truly, X. Y. Z. 

London, May 25, 1858. 





CONDITION TO TAKE NAME AND ARMS. 

To the Editor of Tue So.icitors’ JournNaL & REPORTER. 

Srr,—I shall feel obliged if you will submit the following 
case for the opinion of your readers :— 

A. B., by his will, devises his real estates to trustees in trust 
for C. D. for life, “ upon condition that he obtains a royal license 
ahr mefietes yrhora scstyst Aang Ba hcg up ot his de- 
cease in trust to preserve contingent 
der in trust for the son and sons and daughter ae = out 
said “C. D.,” in tail general, upon the like condition. C. D. takes 
the name, &e., marries, and has issue one daughter, ‘and dies. 
The trustees stand possessed of the estates in trust for said 
daughter until she attains twenty-one years of age. She then 
suffers a recovery, and marries without complying with the said 
condition. 

Will any of your readers favour me with their opinion (and, 
if able, with cases in support), whether the condition in question 
was a condition precedent or su , and whether the da 
ter of C. D., the tenant for life, was not bound to ly with 
the condition before she could suffer the recovery?—lI remain, 
sir, yours faithfully, J 


ETIQUETTE OF THE BAR. 
To the Editor of Tux Soxicrtors’ dourwat & REPoRTER. 
Srr,—Will you allow me, through the columns of See 


nal, to ask your readers whether a counsel bedi 
or wi your wareeen ed under the following circum- 
stances :— 


In a bill of costs of an action in which the plaintiff recovered 
a verdict agsinst the defendant, certain foes to counsel (amongst 
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hich is a retainer to the senior counsel) are charged and sworn 
oa® been paid by the plaintiff's attorney. After the 
Kod whe of the costs, the defendant’s attorney has |. 


whether some of the fees have been paid. He 
ee called upon the senior counsel’s clerk, and_ inquired 
a retainer had been received in the cause. The clerk 
produced his retainer book, which was seen by the attorney, but 
no retainer was therein. The clerk then produced his 
file of retainers, but no retainer could be found; and the attor- 
or was informed by the counsel’s clerk that no retainer had 
ven in the canse. The attorney, however, with the 
ma preventing any mistake, thought it advisable to write 
Waseteat an he een oni accordingly sent him the fol- 
lowing letter:— 
“ PRIVATE AND CONFIDENTIAL. 

“ Sir—In this unfortunate case, in which you were concerned 
against me, Mr. (the plaintiff’ 8 attorney) has charged in his 
bill of costs the following fees as paid by him to you—retainer 
fee, 11, 38. 6d.; ay 31. 58. 6d.; sagelteticn, 2l. 9s, 6d.; brief 

on rule, 3i. 58. 6d. ; consultation, 21. 9s, 6d. 

me Upon inquiring at your chambers the other day, your clerk 
informed me that you ‘had not been retained in this cause; and 
Inow beg to ask you if this is a fact, arid also whether the 
other fees have been paid to you. 

“I trust that you will see no objection to give me this in- 
formation, as, in ie event of the fees having been paid, the in- 
quiry cannot in the least prejudice Mr. ; and if they have 
Py it is only equally fair, and of importance to both branches 

Py the profession, that the matter should be seen into.—I 
& 


This letter was brought back open by the counsel's clerk, 
with a message from the counsel that he refused to answer the 
inquiry; and that the letter was not a proper one to be addressed 
by the attorney to the learned counsel.—I am, Sir, your most 
obedient servant, A. 


PROTECTION OF WIFE’S EARNINGS. 
To the Editor of Tux Soxicitors’ JournaL & REPorTER. 


Str,I shall be glad if any of your readers can inform me 
whether the 21st section of the Divorce and Matrimonial Causes 
Act has been, by ahy authority, held to extend to the case of a 
married woman Who; in consequence of the adultery, cruelty, 
or other gross misconduct of her husband, has left him, and 
gone to reside at a distance, where she has maintained herself 
by her own industry. 

It appears to me that the Act does not apply to such a case, 
and the form of application to the Divorce Court confirms me 
in my opinion; but I have heard that opinion disputed, and 
incline to think that some of the magistrates are disposed to 
extend the operation of the Act so a8 to include cases of the 


- kind mentioned.—I am, Sir, your obedient servant, B. T. 


May 26, 1858. — 


COUNSEL IN COUNTY COURTS. 
To the Editor of Tue Soxicitors’ JouRNAL & REPORTER. 
Stk-I think it due, both to Me and your readers, to inform 
you, that, at a County Court held here on the 25th instant, I 
inquired of Mr. Koe, our judge, if he intended to carry out 
the rule alluded to in my letter of May 38, viz. that counsel 
should be employed in all cases above £20; when he said he 
did not.—I am, Sir, your most obedient servant, 
Hertford, May 27, 1858. THos. SWORDER. 


MORGAN'S CHANCERY ACTS AND ORDERS. 
To the Editor of Tun Soxicrrors’ Journat & Rerorrer. 
Wa the very kind and flattering review, which you were 
80 good as to give last week, of my recent edition of the 
“Chancery Acts and Orders,” you say, “ Rawlins v. M‘Mahon 
(1 Drew. 225), a case on the sith section of the new Act, is, in 
fact, the only omitted decision we have found of which it can 
be said that it certainly ought to have been noticed 
T trust you will not think me very ungracious for mention- 
ing that Rawlins v. M‘Mahon is cited, and the substance of the 
case set out in page 170 of my work, epee ety tw gs 
tion in question. Sincerely apologizing for thus troubling you, I 
remain, your most obedient servant, 
Guo. OspoRNE More@an. 
22, Old-buildings, Lincoln's-inn, May 25, 1858 
gL vil be found on reference that Mr. Morgan's statement 
is vorrect—Ep. 9. J. ¢ BR.) 





Professional Entelligence. 


LIVERPOOL LAW SOCIETY. 

At a Special General Meeting of the society, held on Wed- 
nesday, the 10th day of March, 1858, it was resolved :—* That 
in the opinion of this society commissioners for taking affidavits 
onght to be paid the allowed fees in every case, for administer- 
ing oaths, taking statutory declarations, and marking exhibits, 
by virtue of their office; and also that commissioners required 
to attest for others documents to be used in the Probate Court 
should be paid for attesting the same. 

ScHEDULE OF FEES PAYABLE TO COMMISSIONERS FOR 
TakInG ArFipavits, &c. 


Common Law. 
£3. d. 
For each deponent in any cause, or where the affidavit is entitled 
in, or is intended to be filed in any Court. 
(Except actions in the county court, not within the 23rd sec. of 19 & 20 
Vict. c. 108.) 


Note.—No fee for making exhibits. 


For each deponent 
No fee for exhibits. 
(In cases of bankruptcy on appeal, the same fees to be taken as in 
Chancery.) 


INSOLVENCY. 
For each deponent 
No fee for exhibits. 


ic eh pracreainas = signature to petition, not to be charged for.) 
Propate Court. 


Contentious Business—Principal Registry. 

For each deponent 
Note.—No fee for marking exhibits. 
Contentious Business—County Courts. 
Same as in the Principal Registry. 

Non-Contentious Busii Principal Registry. 

It is recommended not to charge any fee for affidavits where the 
estate is sworn under £200. In cases above that sum, and 





) 
Attending attesting bonds, where the estate is sworn under £300 0 
.] 


Oaths other than those enumerated, for each deponent 
Each exhibit where the fee of 2s. 6d. is allowed for oath 
Non-Contentious Busii District Registry. 
The same fee as in the Principal Registry. 
CHANCERY.—HicH Court. 
For administering oath to answer, each defendant. 
(As this frequently takes the commissioner out of his office, or 
much of his time, this fee ought not to apply in all cases, but in special 
cases the proper sum must be left to the defendant's 
missioner.) 
For every other oath 
WOE WVUEY GRIME... cnn ecncccnncccccccccccccocncsacesce gees 
CHANCERY OF LANCASHIRE. 
For each ceponent 
For every exhibit 
SratuTorY DErcLARATIONS. 
For every declarant 
For every exhibit 
Hien Courr or ADMIRALTY. 
For each oath, declaration, affirmation, or attesta’ . 16 
(Vide 17 & 18 Vict. ¢. 78,3. 3). 
Each exhibit 1 
GENERAL DrmecTIONs. 
The above scale is not to apply to instruments taken or made before 
notaries as such. 
In cases not coming within any of the classes above, the fees for oaths 
and exhibits to be regulated by the sums allowed in taxation, according to 
the rules of the various courts, 


Liverpool, March 18, 1858. 


SAPeHaAD 





HULL LAW SOCIETY. 


At the Annual General Meeting held on en Fai, May 1 
1858, the question, whether the practice heretofore pursued in Hull 
of swearing affidavits, &c., for professional men without 
should be continued, and also whether that practice 
extend to matters in yx ate slow —eaorpee to 
Chancery, having been fully ee 
, commissioners for administering oaths 
rol bs paid tee. as tes aaah be 
schedule in all matters arising out of the business 
of Probate and taking answers in Chancery, but 
respects the present practice be continued; and that a 
tion of this resolution be sent to the members of the 
practising in Hully—~ 
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ScHEDULE OF FEES, 
Propate Court. 
Contentious Business—Principal Registry. 








£5. da. 
For each deponent]..........ccscccccececcesccesccvecess mace O 1 6 
Note.—No fee for marking exhibits. 
Contentious Bi County Courts. 
Same as in the Principal Registry. 
Non-Contentious Business—Principal Registry. 
It is recommended not to charge any fee for affidavits where the 
estate is sworn under £200 ; in cases above that sum and under 
£300, each deponent .......00+see00 boosceacdbvpoceebesece 01 
Tin COREE CRI 0 oo ccccccccccccccccccccccccccaccescccesocevcss 0 2 
Attending attesting bonds, where the estate is sworn under £300 0 3 
Tn OGNET CASES .. 0c ccccccceccccccccccsccesssvssevccevevecee 0 6 
Oaths, other than those enumerated, for each deponent ........ 02 
Each exhibit, where the fee of 2s. 6d. is allowed for oath....... SS 
Non-Contentious B District Registry. 
Same fee as in the Principal Registry. 
CHANCERY. 
For administering oath to answer, each deponent .........-+++. 026 
(As this frequently takes the commissioner out of his office, or 
consumes much of his time, this fee ought not to apply in all 
cases, but in special cases the proper sum must be left to the 
defendant's solicitor and commissioner.) 
For every exhibit to answer ....+eseeeenes Joccvcsecccscvccece 010 





NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE AND GATESHEAD LAW 
SOCIETY. 

This society having resolved, “ That the practice heretofore 
adopted by the commissioners of the different courts of law and 
equity in Newcastle and Gateshead, of administering oaths free 
of charge to members of the profession, be discontinued; and that 
in lieu thereof the proper charges be in all cases made and 
received as well to and from solicitors as others,” the standing 
committee of the society have agreed upon the following as 
A TaBLE OF THE FEES PAYABLE TO COMMISSIONERS FOR 

TAKING A¥FFiIDAvItTs, &c. 
Hicu Court oF CHANCERY. 
£ 

For each deponent or affirmant - 6 

For signing each exhibit 0 





Sena eae ew eew es eeeereseeenee 


Note.—The deponent’s solicitor is entitled to a further fee of is. for pre- 
paring each exhibit. 
BANKRUPTCY. 
For each deponent or affirmant ........++-sscesscecsseccseees 01 
(xo fee for exhibit. )" 


SADR 





Court OF PROBATE. 


£. 
For each or affirmant ........+ss+0+ scccccccccecces O F' 6" 
er (No fee for exhibit). 

Note.—By sec. 46 of the stat. 20 & 21 Vict. c. 77, Commissioners in 
Chancery are constituted Commissioners rs in the Court of Probate, but their 
right to administer oaths being derived from the latter character, it is 
conceived they ean charge only the fee allowed to commissioners of that 

Hieu Court or ADIRRAIA, 
For each deponent or affirmant .......+-+ssessereese cccesceee O 1 6 
(No fee for exhibit.) 
Superior Courts oF CoMMON bak 
For each deponent or affirmant . ccccccscccccee O FG 
For signing each exhibit, not being a copy of a writ or 
document annexed to the affidavit .........sccecsecceecesese O 1 6 
CourTs OF CHANCERY AND PLEAS AT DURHAM. 
The same 
INSOLVENCY. 
The same fees. 


County Courts. 


The same fees. 
Note.—By sec. 58 of the stat, 19 & 20 Vict. c. 108, affidavits may be 
sworn before a commissioner in Chancery, or before a commissioner in any 
superior court of common law; but it seems reasonable to charge only the 
fee payable to the latter. 
StatuToRY DECLARATIONS. 
For each declarant ........+++ eee cccccescsceccescoes eeeseee 
For signing each exhibit ....... ee ececccccccecccesvece 
ACKNOWLEDGMENTS OF DEEDS, SPECIFICATIONS, & OTHER 
massa ere ENROLMENT. 
For each cognizor . ooccccccccecsee 
RECOMMENDATIONS. 

In Chancery, where a long answer or examination is taken, 
an additional fee may reasonably be charged, at the discretion 
of the commissioner and solicitor, according to the time occu- 
pied. 

In the Court of Probate the commissioner, being called upon 
to attest the admiristration bond, may reasonably charge as 
follows for so doing :— 

Where the effects are sworn under £300 ..... eSedecces 
Where they amount to or exceed £300.......... eeceescacecece 

Generally, where the commissioner is desired to attend the 

deponent at some other place than the commissioner's own 


010 6 


eure eereseeseesesece 


| place of business, an attendance fee may reasonably be charged 


' in addition to the fees above specified. 


By order of the Standing Committee of the Society, 
WILLIAM CRIGHTON F 
JAMES RADFORD, - | Seoretarie 


May 12, 1858. 








ATTORNEYS 





TO BE ADMITTED. 





Queen’s Bench, 


Trinity Term, 1858. 


Clerk's Name and Residence. 


Duke, Robert, Birmingham ........--sescccccccecccccseccssctescvascssscessccscsseces A. B, East, Birm: 
Hammond, Frederick William, 14, Woburn-' buildings, Tavistock-square ; Sidmouth-street ; 

GRE LAOREET So cd icin ddcvccctsccdedceddcPindecoccescceccocoscosaces coectcceses James Hammond, Leominster. 
Heed, Proscie Bryan, 56, George-street ; and Calthorpe-street ....-.sescessccscescceeces T. W. Rodge: 5 


Marsh, Wilfred, 56, George-street ; Gloucester-street ; Calthorpe-street ; ‘and Bernard-street 


Morris, Henry, Merthyr Tydvil; and 33, Wellington- street, Bethnal-green 


Samuell, Alfred Simpson, 22, Duke-street, Foley-place ; Liverpool; New Cross; and Graf- 


errr rr rr rrr rrr rere rr ee eee rere rer eT eee eee eee eee eee eee eee ee sy saeweweneee 


ton-street 
Walford, Herbert Henry, 7, Spring-gardens, Westminster; and pn en encose eee 


Walls, Edward Henry Bellingham, 58, Lupus-street, Pimlico; and Gran 


poten Se Walter, Sydenham 
Brain, Alfred 


ae eee eeeeeneeee 


Last Day or Trinity Term, 


CORONER OREO EH TEE OEE HEOEEOEOEEEEDESEEHER EEE EOE EEEED 


. rs, 
T. Smith, jun., Sheffield. 
Frederick L. Brown, Lianelly ; William Simons, Merthyr 


Tydvil. 
Thomas li John 
mae ena john Robinson, Liverpool. 
vases cee sces ° Robert Azlac ay won A 
1858. 


W. S. T. Sandilands, Fenchurch-street. 


Henry, 12, Hemblington Sey erne, Semen 19% Grange-road, 


COREE ERO O ee EEO HOHE EEE EEEHOEEEE HEHEHE REE RESO EEEEEHDES OSES 





H. Bunny, Newbury ; F. Talbot, Newbury. 
J. S. Leakey, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 


eens 


acai that Rap tac cal alps sem BR aepi alee ang Sie AONE BOE RS RRO 
Clarke, Samuel, 14, Church-street, Hackney ; and Selby . oecocsccescccscesodoocnee So Rey RBIs Oalby 
Coryndon, Selby, Plymouth; and Claremont-place, Pentonville ........++s..sesecessceee ‘A. Rooker, Plymouth ; J. W. Matthews, Plymouth. 
Fisher, Frederick, 15, Mane’ r-street; Pakenham-street, Gray’s-inn-road ; Noel- street, 

; and King-street, NOE enino nancies phnsd $bne Unease tee cncned kOe seseceeseses J. Smith, Birmingham. 
Gregory, Charies, Eyam View, Derbyshire ....+cccrccesecsceccceecees erecccoce seeeseee E, Lambert, Chancery-lane. 
Gregory, William John, Cirencester sebed Chedebapobdersvoveedctccoes sevvesesees seseceeeee JR, A. Anderson, Cirencester; W. Daubeny, Cirencester; 
W. Lovell, Great Ryder-street. 

aie Sian: Minets Welle Bhiiss bins cédas ob sestieviss toe cevancestotdeuns A, Phillips, Shiffnal. 
Grundy, Thomas Scholes, 3, Compton-street Last; Hirunewiek-square Bury, Lancashire ; 

Second Macth ea vedececevverserescesdocvercesereesressecoeveesronss Cocceccccovece +  T. Grundy, Bi 


azeland, Matthew, Acre-lane, Vassall-road, Brixton and Clapham 
Hughes, Arthur, 71, Swinton- 
Henry, Wolverhampton ; 


ween nenonnee 





street, Gray's-inn-road ob ol 
yep Frederick-street, — sem ge 


eee ee eee eee eee ee ee eee ee eee eeeeeee 


jury. 
H. Davies, Weston-super- Mare. 
N, Were, Plymouth, 


3 J. Ha Wolverhampton, 
= 
T. C. Etnerngion, Ch 


eaten eenenee 

























- a ane 


Turner, William, 
t, Robert Ernest, 
Walker, 


B.A., 24, Compton-terrace, Islington 
ward, y; Lower Cal 


EXGtOR ss 6 ccs nenie cocccccscccccccccaccce ait ba eis cots 


te eeeereseeee . 


R. A. Wainewright, New-square, Lincoin’s-inn. 
W. Walker, jun., Spilsby ; J. Walker, Spilsby. 
H. G. Robinson, Half-moon-street, Piccadilly. 


thorpe-street ; Granville-square, Pentonville; and 


TAKING OUT AND RENEWAL OF CERTIFICATES. 
‘ JUNE 14, 1858. 


Alexander, Augustus, 5, Frederick-street, Gray’s-inn-road ; Amesbury; 
Jersey ; & Guernsey. 
Frederick George, Alma Villas, Regent-street, Gloncester. 
Canning, George Barnes, 2, Park-road Villas, Stockwell. 
Crickmore, William, Great Yarmouth ; and Scole. 


Higginbottom, Francis, Ashton-under-Lyne. 

Kimberley, James William, Birmingham. 

Lightfoot, Rook Tiffen, Liverpool. 

Rogers, William Frederick, Caniscrou, near Stroud, Gloucester. 

Smallwood, Thomas, Shrewsbury. 

Webb, Richard William, 8, Courland-grove, Clapham; Devereux-court ; 
and Thanet-court, Strand. 


RE-ADMISSION. 


Last Day or MicnartMas TERM, 1858. 
Rae, Joseph John, 29, Stoke Newington-green. 








Parliamentary Proceedings. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, May 21. 
SETrLep Estates Act. 

Lord Lynpuurst wished to call the attention of Lord Cran- 
worth to a slight defect in a very important measure passed 
last session with respect to settled estates, in which it was pro- 
vided, that, in the case in which a woman was separated from her 
husband, her examination—with the view to ascertain whether 
her assent to the disposal of her property was unbiassed— 
should be entered into before a solicitor of the Court of Chan- 
cery. Now, if she resided abroad or in the colonies there 
would be great difficulty in acting in accordance with the law. 
Asa proof, he might mention the case, which had come within 
his own knowledge, of a lady in Quebec, who was unable to find 
a solicitor through whose means to carry her purpose into exe- 
cution nearer than Toronto. A solicitor, in fact, was not very 
often to be found within a distance of 600 miles in such cases; 
and in order to remedy the inconvenience which in consequence 
arose, he should suggest the expediency of introducing a short 
Bill: removing the defects of the measure of last session. 

Lord CRaNWorTH expressed his readiness to introduce a Bill 
immediately after the Whitsuntide recess. 


Prosate Act AMENDMENT BILL. 


Divorce Act AMENDMENT BI. 
These Bills passed through committee. 
———__—@——_—__-—- 


Rebiew. 


4 Manual for Articled Clerks. 8th edition. By J. J. S, 
Wuarrton, Esq., M.A., Oxon, Barrister-at-Law. Butter- 
worths. 1858, 

To the art of cramming, Mr. Wharton displays much antipathy. 
He warns the articled clerk against the “ anonymous letters 
(which he will receive as soon as he has given his notices of 
admission),” offering to him assistance upon moderate terms, 
conditionally on passing his examination. “ This,” continues 
our author, “ is the device which has been so strongly con- 
demned by the heads of the profession, and which is known by 
the name of ‘cramming,’ i.e., committing to memory meagre 
answers to a mass of questions, without at all knowing the 
teason of them, or the principle of law upon which their accu- 
tracy depends. It is as hazardous to try as it is disgraceful to 

ise.” In this sentiment we thoroughly concur; but we 
must tell Mr. Wharton that his book—though valuable if 
judiciously used—runs great danger of playing the part its 
writer so properly deprecates, and of furnishing the student 
with information of a kind to tempt him to shirk that toil and 
research, of which the ordeal before the examiners should be 
the guarantee. Any assistance which tends to diminish the 





value of the examination is much to be regretted; and we can- 
not but think such is the effect of « published di 
ions from the year 1836, when the examination for articled | 
was instituted, down to the present time, with the addition 
of notes, by which it is shown how often any particular ques- | 
tion has been repeated, thus supplying an easy method of ascer- { 
pms almost to a certainty, the relative probability that such | 
or & question will be substantially put again in the ap- 
examination. It will probably be answered by Ms. 
and others, by whom these digests have been issued, | 
that as it is impossible, in point of fact, to prevent the questions 
being distributed by the candidates, after the examination is 


over, among their younger friends, and thus becoming venti- 
lated generally, it is perfectly justifiable, and even praise- 
worthy, to utilise them in the fashion of the Manual before us. 
This answer is, perhaps, plausible enough; and at all events, 
the value of the work in other parts, if accurate and useful in 
themselves, does not depend upon the questions which are added 
at the end of each chapter. 

The sweep which Mr. Wharton takes of his subject 
is -very comprehensive. The neophyte is, at the outset, 
advised, at some length, upon the conduct of himself and 
his studies. Among these “inaugural suggestions,” as they 
are somewhat grandiloquently termed, there are to be found 
some which, if not novel, are really valuable. For example, 
in reading such text-books as “Blackstone,” or Lord St. 
Leonards’ “ Law of Vendors and Purchasers,” the student is 
invited to make a written analysis (from memory, if possible) 
of each chapter of the work. “ By such -a method,” says Mr. 
Wharton, with much truth, “attention, which is the life of 
memory, is excited, in order to fully comprehend the general 
scope of the subject treated of, the fundamental principles of 
which being apprehended and sketched upon paper, the student 
can then properly address himself to the consideration of the 
particulars.” Again, we agree with the remarks of the author 
upon the dangerous tendency of debating societies, as usually 
conducted, to foster a conceited superficiality rather than habits 
of close thought and deliberate reasoning; and his advice to 
those whose vocation it is to deliver law lectures, is also well 
worth remembering. Instruction should be given (says he) as 
to the best mode of studying the matter, and hints as to the 
system to be adopted; the lecturer should invite inquiry, and 
answer any question addressed to him bearing upon the subject. 
He should also examine those who attend, and test the accuracy 
of the knowledge they may have derived from attendance upon 
the lecture. In this manner much may be done towards the 
progress of the student. 

After this exordium, Mr. Wharton benthamises upon “law” 
in the alstract; and then arranges the law of England in a 
table, which, however, appears inaccurate in several particu- 
lars, and which is not, in point of fact, the order in which the 
several parts of our legal system are afterwards discussed in 
the work itself. In the table, the grand division of the law 
into that which is written and that which is unwritten is ne- 
glected; snd one consequence of this departure from. the usual 
landmarks is to make the lex et consuetudo parliamenti, and 
the general maxims of our constitutional ‘law, together with 
the portion of the civil and canon law which has been adopted 
into our system for the purposes of certain tribunals, each of 
them cardinal divisions of our legal system, and distinct from 
the “ common law,” instead of items in its composition. 

These preliminary matters being disposed of, Mr. Wharton 
next addresses himself to the main purpose of his work—viz. to 
provide the articled clerk, within the compass of a reasonably- 
sized volume, with information upon the different subjects 
on which he will be examined—upon the common and statute 
law and practice of the courts, upon conveyancing, upon 
equity and the practice of the Court of Chancery, upen bank. 
ruptcy and its practice, and upon the criminal law and proceed- 
ings before justices of the peace. To these are added chapters 

pon constitutional law, the civil law, the ecclesiastical, mari- 
time, and military laws, colonial law, and medical juri 
—this dix being, however, designed, we merely 
to stimulate the intellectual appetite of the inquirer, and to in- 
dicate the sources wherein it may be gratified. To a certain 
extent this, also, is the avowed aim of the rest of the volume. In 
the preface it is fairly enough: stated, that, for the most part, it 
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is sought only to furnish the student with a chart whereby he 


may conduct his readings and inquiries properly and me- 
thodically through the books recommended as well for perusal 
as reference—but there are frequent passages in which this ob- 
ject is lost sight of, in the temptation of saying all which hap- 
pens to be in the author's mind upon the particular proceeding 
he is describing. One of the chief difficulties in such a work 
as the present is intended to be, is to preserve throughout a 
proper “ keeping,” and not to allow one part, by assuming an 
undue prominence, to make others appear meagre and unsatis- 
factory. In this artistic finish we pronounce Mr. Wharton to 
be defective. 

In other respects, however, we cheerfully acknowledge and 
record much that deserves approbation. In the first place, 
throughout the work there are traces of a well-regulated and 
orthodox mind, well adapted to produce confidence in an in- 
structor of youth. Mr. Wharton is a little pedantic in his fre- 
quent quotations, and parades somewhat too much his Oxford 
recollections. But if the spirit of the pedagogue is allowed 
freely to appear, it is so evidently genial and kind-hearted as 
to disarm criticism. If Dominie Sampson could be supposed to 
have undertaken to teach—we will not say cram—articled 
clerks for their examination, we feel persuaded he would have 
written with Mr. Wharton’s pen. As the Dominie, however, 
could anathematize upon proper occasions, so also can our author, 
who, upon the subject of the rapidity with which reports mul- 
tiply, and the oa gts paid to precedent by the judges, waxes 
both eloquent and bitter. 

Precedent, unauthorised precedent, is the tyrant of the judicial intellect 
country. prodigious bewilderments, what crudity, what 
what darkness, what irreconcilable jargon, judgments with- 
reason, decisions without principle, ride our case- 
through the hedges and fences of rational 
and inte the ruts and kennels of an impracticable route ; chained to dead 
and obsolete precedent, and clogged by absurdities which have been con- 
secrated from use, the decisions of our judges are hampered and paralysed, 
which, without such absurd restraints, would develop scientific principle, 
and keep pace with the enlarged reason of the day. What asad mockery 
it is to hear the bench declare, that such a case is absurd and shocking ; 
but, however, it is now law, and therefore must rule and determine the 
must be bound by precedent. Principle, reason, learning, 
everything must give way and be crushed under the 
this tyrannical thing—precedent. 

This is very severe, though, perhaps, not very material to the 
subject-matter of the Manual. It has also the disadvantage of 
not being (in our opinion) warranted by the actual state of the 
Mr. Wharton mistakes the exception for the rule; for the 
in modern days, are but very seldom really trammelled 
by # precedent, regarded simply as a precedent, and unsupported 
by reason—aunless, indeed, in such arbitrary matters of practice 
as may well be decided either way, and with regard to which 
the particular nature of the rule laid down is altogether im- 
material, while the use of a consistent procedure is sufficiently 


obvious. Pa ecassy’ more with Mr. Wharton’s jocosity 
upon the manner in which our Acts of Parliament are 
manufactured. After ing a somewhat indecorous speech 
of Lord Thurlow upon the Acts of his day, and suggesting 
that the assistance of the judges should be, now as formerly, 
called in when a new law is proposed, to say—1. Whether it 
y ? 2. Whether it will remove the grievance com- 
pom of ? and 3. Whether there is a more efficient manner 

bringing it into ion than the mode proposed?—Mr. 
Wharton thus pane pres “ 


This state of things [that is, the present mode of legislation], while it 
cannct but make the patriot lament, provokes the ridicule of the wit; ai 
8 the the Sheridan compares the manner of making laws to the in- 
teresting story of “The House that Jack built.” First comes an Act im- 
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Act to explain an Act to amend an Act for imposing a change ; 
and 90 on, usque ad nauseam. 

We cannot afford space for further extracts, and must part 
with our author while he remains in this merry vein. In the sub- 
stance of the above remarks, however, we heartily concur, and 
have frequently enlarged upon the same mischief in this journal. 

To conclude, we w tell our younger readers, that, by 
using this Manual judiciously, and not relying upon it to the 
exclusion of other reading, may gain much, It is not 
pein By from Blackstone, and it contains the 
traces 


research on the of its author; at the 
same tite, as we have above totienated, th class of works to 


Setss is os sotle gubds, sotteting to take joralir hatte oo 
resort to it a6 5 tot ts 

characters, Every one must judge for himself such 
aasistance for him in reference to his own indivi- 
duality ; and if he decides in the affirmative, we know not where 
he could torn more advantage than to the Articled Cleri’s 





Surivical Society. 


This society met on Monday evening last, Mr. J. W. Willcock, 
Q.C. in the chair, when Mr. W. H. Bennet read a paper “dn 
the Hindu and Mahomedan laws as administered in India and 
in connection with English law.”—The following is a summary 
of his observations on Hindu law:— 

From the earliest period of time down to the conquest of 
India by Tamerlane in 1398, the Gentoo or Hindu law was the 
rule of action of the whole of the continent of Hindustan, 
After that time, as the power of the Mogul began to be. 
consolidated, Mahomedan law has almost divided the supremacy 
with the Hindu, indeed, in some respects superseding it. The 
Gentoo or Hindu law, like our own, is a mixture of religions 
observances and positive rules. The Mahomedan law is 
embodied and comprised in the Korén—-so far a purely religious 
ritual, but containing the grounds of civil jurisprudence. The 
Hindu law is of the greatest antiquity; English’ writers upon 
the subject have considered it to have taken form, as it at present 
exists, 1000 years before Christ. The Mahomedan law dates 
from the promulgation of the Korfin—600 years after Christ. 
As to Hindu law:—This may be divided into two parts—that 
which the Hindus believe to have been revealed direct from 
Brahma, which constitutes the “ Vedds”—and that which they 
believe to have been composed by inspired writers. The 
“ Vedas” principally concern religion and its ceremonials; the 
“ Smriti” (what was remembered) containing the general body 
of law. civil and criminal. That law is to be sought in the 
institutes or collections attributed to holy sages. These are 
very numerous. According to some wri eighteen in 
number; according to others, to twice that amount. The 
Hindus revere those institutes as containing a system of sacred 
law, as confirmed by the Veda itself, as is fully shown in the 
text thus translated by Sir W. Jones, according to the gloss of 
Sancara—“God having created the four classes had not yet 
completed his work, but in addition to it, lest the royal and 
military class should become insupportable through their power 
and ferocity, he produced the transcendant body of law, since 
law is the king of kings, far more powerful and rigid than they; 
nothing can be mightier than law, by whose aid, as by that of 
the highest monarch, even the weak may prevail over the 
strong.” The Dharma Shartra, or Institutes of Menu, is of the 
very highest authority—believed by the Hindus to be not only 
the oldest work, but the most holy after the Vedas, and to be 
implicitly followed. ‘The code of Menu is divided into twelve 
books. ‘The commentaries and digest founded upon them are 
very numerous. ‘This is accouiited for principally from the fact 
that each succeeding dynasty in India, at its commencement, 
gave out as a rule of its government a new commentary, or a 
new digest of ancient text books. . To this circumstance may 
also be attributed the fact, that in the several parts of India 
there are various schools or sects of jurisprudence. The school 
of Benares, in Central India, governed by the authority of one 
set of commentaries; in the north-west, south, and west of 
India, by others. These, of course, are all lar! 
designated, as the Mitakshdrd, the Vyasa PutAnas, the Mit’hil 
and others. That which is called “The Digest” is the 
work most familiarly known to English students of Hindu law, 
which was completed at the instance of Sir W. Jones by an 
eminent native pundit (Jagganath4), and translated from the 
original Sanscrit by Mr. Colebrooke. It consists, like the 
“Roman Digest,” of texts collected from works of authority, 
extant in the Sanscrit language only, having the names of th 
several authors prefixed, together with an ample commentary by 
the compiler. In restricting this compilation to the law of 
contracts and succession, he has omitted the laws relating t 
pleading and evidence, and other questions which are, of course, 
necessary to be studied, to assist courts of civil judicatute in 
deciding private contests according to the laws which the 
Hindu subjects of Great Britain hold sacred, 


The classification of the subjects of law according to Sir T. 
Strange, are ;—1st, yeh in general; 2nd] ert Pha Srdly, 
the paternal relation; 4thly, adoption; 5 cr slavery chi 
however, has become obsolete by the entire abolition of sla 
throughout India ‘since the work was published); on inheri- 
tance, embracing the disabilities to iffherit and the charges 
the inheritance; on partition; on Mtge Bar the testa- 
mentary power; and lastly, on contracts. 
branches of law, “ inheritance” and “ contract,” oar charters and 
slative enactments relating to India bares provide, that 
of cotitest the 


Hindu and Mus Ay are to be administered 
‘6 
then by the judges of ous supreme, and the Compaay’s 
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courts; but the other heads of jurisprudence before enumerated 
are so blended and mixed up with the law of “ inheritance” 
and “contract,” that it is impossible, without a competent know- 
ledge of them, to do justice to the latter. The testamentary 
power may at first sight appear an anomaly, as it was strictly 
unknown to the Hindus prior to British rule in India. It is, 
however, established at one of the presidencies by law, and in 
exercise at all. ‘This power is, however, a modified one. A 
Hindu cannot devise or bequeath property which could not 
have been the subject of gift or partition during his lifetime; in 
words, that he cannot confer upon a stranger, or his own 
kin, by will (a donation in contemplation of death) what he 
could not bestow by deed of gift or partition of patrimony 
during his life. 
A few words on property in general as defined by Hindu 
law:—In all stages, and in all parts of the world, property 


is necessarily divided into movable and immovable, Land, 
as a nece' consequence, takes the lead in point of 
importance. It has always been peculiarly so with the 


Hindus, at all times an agricultural rather than a com- 
mercial people. As to the sovereignty of the soil, it is laid 
down by one of the institutes of Menu, that “cultivated land 
is the ry of him who cut away the wood, or who cleared 
and tilled it.” It has always been the fund destined for the 
vision of families, and the right to it has been clung to, both 
the Hindus and Mussulmans, with a tenacity, of which we 
are at this moment witnessing the force in Oude. It was the 
same when the Mussulmans of the north subjugated the Cen- 
tral and Southern Hindu nations. The Hindu then became the 
mere cultivator of the soil under his Mahomedan taskmaster; 
but, even then, he possessed a quasi proprietary right in a share 
of the produce of the land, which was descendible. The right 
to the proprietorship in the soil itself was endeavoured to be 
restored to the Hindu by Lord Cornwallis in 1793, who, by his 
celebrated * Permanent Land Settlement,” so far restored it, as 
to fix, payable in money, the proportion to which the State 
should be entitled, leaving to the possessor of the land, after 
this deduction, the unrestrained power of alienation, to be regu- 
lated only by native law. What appears to us to be a singular 
distinction in the Hindu system as to property, is the division of 
it into “ ancestral” and “ seif-acquired.” Thus, if any of the 
first be lost in the time of the ancestor, and recovered by the 
heir, it is no longer looked upon as ancestral, but considered as 
self-acquired, while what has been acquired through the use of 
patrimony is deemed ancestral. Very much as if an 
Englishman, who, as heir-at-law, had recovered by ejectment 
his ancestor's estate, should forthwith become, not the heir 
to his father as regarded that estate, but an original pur- 
chaser and possessor for valuable consideration. Another very 
material difference prevails in Hindu law as to property, 
which is, that whilst with us land descends to the heir at law, 
and vest in a personal representative—by the 
Hindu law, real and personal estate are alike descendible to the 
same relatives, and subject to the same circumstances. This 
being so, property is again divided into distinct relations— 
1 Family property in which the head of the family is a quasi 
numerous interests, and which the Shastras have 
anxiety to protect. By them, the sons of a man 
are considered as having with their father, by birth, so far a 
co-ordinate interest in that part of it which is ancestral, that if 
he thinks proper to come to a partition of it in his lifetime, he 
must divide it in certain given proportions—that is, to them and 
himself in equal shares; nor is it in his power to alienate any 
considerable portion of it without their concurrence. Ancestral 
land is, with the Hindus, like dignities with us—inherent in the 
blood. The attempt to alienate, without the privity and con- 
currence of all  Broper at all due forms, is treated 
as a symptom ty, void upon that ground; precisel 
the effect of = cme law in the es . ae roa 
tament.” 2. Into private, separate, or self-acqui ; 
acquired by one not the head of a dually, and ot ated 
by him as he pleases, his heirs or descendants 
hot being objects of legal care. He has full power to alienate 
Without consulting 4 one. This is declared by the Hindu 
law to be “the act of a person who is his own master,” and 
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valid. 3, “ Stridand,” or, ically, “ ’ 
pope whieh ety peutic oaien ie copies one 


Bm Ue Sere Sn Beia ot De Sete K deensoh in 
course of inheritance peculiar to Re & property 
“religous institutions” regulated by laws not unlike our own; 


management of it passes by inheritance, subject to the 
charitable use. 5. Property partaking of “Juria Regali,” which 
it is unnecessary further to refer to. 

One word as to the title to property. A valid title 
by the Hindu law is only. such when ion has 
is possession of the whole. To make a complete legal title 
there must be “juris et seisine conjunctio.” Occupancy 
been obtained under it; and for this, possession of part 
alone is not sufficient to constitute a right without a title, and 
the production of a title will not suffice, unsupported by 
occupancy—a right resulting only from the union of both. A 
title, however, may be inferred from length of possession, the 
Hindu law being in this respect substantially our own. Black- 
stone says:— Occupancy may by length of time and negligence 
of him who has the right ripen by degrees into a perfect and 
indefeasible title.” 

A paper upon Hindu law, without some notice of the 
punchayeti, or courts of arbitration, would be incomplete. 
These were either stationary, being held in the town or 
village, or movable—held in field or forest: a tribunal super- 
intended by a chief judge, appointed by the rajah or 
sovereign, or by the sovereign himself in person. These courts 
were constituted by voluntary consent of the parties as to the 
arbitrators. To accommodate or determine a dispute between 
the contending parties, the heads of the family, or the chief 
men of the society, or the inhabitants of the town or village, 
selected a referee approved by both parties. Amongst persons 
who lived in the forest, the assembly for determining litigati 
was held in the wilderness; among those who belonged to the 
army, in the camp; and among merchants and artisans, in 
their societies. The places for resort for redress were:— 
1. The court of the sovereign, who was assisted by learned Brah- 
mins or assessors. It was ambulatory, like our “ Curia Regis,” 
being held where the king abided or sojourned. 2. The tri- 
bunal of the chief judge appointed by the sovereign, and sitting 
with three or more assessors. This was a stationary court, 
held at an appointed place—three inferior judges appointed by 
the sovereign for local jurisdiction. The gradations of arbi- 
tration were three:—1. Assemblies of townsmen, or meeting of 
persons belonging to various tribes, and following different 
professions, but inhabiting the same place. 2. Companies of 
traders or artisans, conventions of persons belonging to different 
tribes, but subsisting by the exercise of the same calling. 
3. Meetings of kinsmen or assemblages of relations connected by 
consanguinity. The technical terms in the Hindu law for 
these three gradations of assemblies were also three: 1. Puga; 
2. Srini; 3. Culé. Their decisions or awards were subject to 
revision—an unsatisfactory decision of the culé, or family, was 
revised by the srini, or company, as less liable to suspicion of 
partiality than the kindred. An unfavourable decision of fellow~ 
artisans was revised by the puga, or assembly of inhabitants, 


who were still less to be suspected of ar: From the 
award of the puga, or assembly, an might be had to the 
cemnt ofthe ebiet falen, tad thenes to Gin sane or ign in 


. Thus the punchayeti were not in the nature of a jury, 
or a rustic tribunal, but merely a system of arbitration subordi- 
nate to regularly constituted tribunals or courts of justice. 


Court Papers. 


Qudicial Committee of the Pridby Council. 
The Judicial Committee of the Privy Council will commence their next 





sittings on Monday, June 14. Parties desirous of ha their causes and 
motions heard at these must deliver their cases and appen~ 
dices into the Registry on or Saturday, June 5. 


Queen's Bench. 
NEW CASES.—Troutry Term, 1858. 
ae CROWN pn 
Peterboroug nm Fox, Appellant, ¢. William Palmer, Respoudent. 
Lancashire. T. R. Parkinson, Appellant, », The Mayor, &c., of Black- 
The Queen on the Prosecution of Church wardens and 
a 





Common Pleas. 
NEW CASES.—Tarrry Term, 1858. 
DEMURRER PAPER. 





Ag te 1X 
Ca. Ni. Pri. Marquis of Salisbury e. The Great Northern Railway Company. 
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Ca. Ni. Pri. ouie & Jean. Hopxrvs, Awerta, Widow, Stamoath, Devon, £400 Consoth. thine 

Ca. Mi Pri. ae tai Widow t “ert er Jom Ta oad ogg “4 
DY, OW, v. BN ? 

and Dew { Bottomley the younger v. Nuttall AD) boro Anas Hora. 


Srehequer of Pleas. 
NEW CASES.—Trinity Term, 1858. 
SPECIAL PAPER. 
Carrington ». Richardson, Administrator, &. 
Sp. Case. Palmer v. Rouse and Others. 


: 


SITTINGS IN ERROR. 
mato 4 the 14th, Tuesday, the 15th, Wednesday, the 
17th days of June, hear Errors from the Queen's 


Queen’s Bench are disposed of before the 17th 
June, Errors from the Common Pleas and Exchequer Will thet: be proceeded 

be @isposed of on or before that day, 
juer will be taken on Friday and 





Summer Circuits of the Gudges, 18 1858, 
Norfolk—Lord CAmpBett, and WichtMAn, J. .—Sir A. Cock- 
BURN, and omg Tg 3. Northern.—Sir F. helene, & and Matin, B. 
Home. — Writes, J., and Bramwe.t, B, Western.— Watson, B., and 
ANNELL, B. Oxford.—COLERIDGE, J., and Bynes, J. North Wales.— 
Crowder, ki Ry Wales. —Cnomrton, J. 
Mr. Justice Exxe will remain in Town as the Vacation Judge. 
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Births, sa 4 and Deaths. 


BIR 
ALpeINE— May | Fa, at 29 Chea road, St. John’s-wood, the wife of 
4 daughter. 

EVANe -Ua May 26, at 51 Denbigh-street, Pimlico, the wife of James 
Cook Evans, Esq., Batrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 

FIELDING—On May 26, at Canterbury, the wife of Allan Fielding, Esq., 
Solicitor, of a danghter. 

PECKHAM—On May 18, at Lufigate-street, the wife of Mr. Robert Peck- 
ham, itor, of a son. 

SHAEN—On May 26, the wife of William Shaen, Esq., of 8 Bedford-row, of 


@ son. 
SMITH—On ok at Park-lane, Reigate, the wife of Mr. Charles J. 
& son, 


WIGRAM—On May 26 Lansd road, Kensington-park, the H 
, at & jowne-! on. 
Mrs. W. Knox Wigram, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGES. 
BILLINGHURST—LOVETT—On May 27, at St. Sam 
Mr. Henry Farncombe Billingharst,;of Moden- -grove, 

second daughter of James Lovett, Esq., Solic'tor, Cricklade. 
MATHEWS—GODFREY—On May 20, at St. Mary’s, Hastings, J. H. 
Seutaee, Wage of tap ee Seekes ehaeee ener Bari te 
4 v. Thomas frey, late vicar 
Melton Mowbray. 
DEATHS. 


HICKS—On May 24, at 17 Somerset-street, Portman-square, Augusta 
relict of the late George Hicks, Esq., Barrister, of Lincoln’s-inn, 


year. 
MAYERS—On May 24, at Brunswick-square, Brighton, Clara, eldest 
ter of the late Henry. a en, Barrister-at-Law, of 





s, Cricklade, 
heath, to Rose, 


near 
MAYNA May 24, at 5% Westbourne-tertace, Hyde-park, Letitia, 
pays y yde-park, 
Rk Eon anchester-! 
age 4 late Jage aC FGoanty Court Wrenba eat 
 swogttg ike "Bktgeen ocak . 


SIMPSON—Om ay 4, Henry. Simon, Es. Chiet Clerk of Insolvent 
Portugal-street, 23 Harewood-square, and 33 Lincoin’s- 





fn el fields, aged 53. 
: Ronee eee 
Gnclaimed Stock in the Bank of England. 
The Amount of Stock standi fot gq Names will be 


Hosk: r, Wootton, Somerset, - oa 
pubeweie Guttanas Widow, sole executrix of ot 

tigwes, Sine omnes se gab a manne ai 
WSE, VEL, Esq. erse' A 
by Henry Epward Howse, executor of Marra Howsr, Widow 

Ive, Wi 4 ena treet oo dagyeey Lucy Ive, Widow, 

ve, WILLIAM er, lanai. . Henley, 
Oxon, now wife of Thomas rs Somer Fag hm 5 

uced.—Claimed by Lucy Canter. 

Jones, Avcvera Exctanorna Ann, Widow, King-street, Islington, £30 
— per cag there by GroncE Smirk Hayter and Haskierr 

ay Logg Chemist and Druggist, Great Russell-street, garden, 

32 10s. per Conte, 1818.—Claimed by Taomas TREVOR TatHan, 
xecutor. 

Ost1x, the arfrng exec see, Meghna Sel, ages i. 108. per Cents., 
1818, and One "Dividend on £1,500 N r Cent, Annuities. — 
Clatihed by ELizaserat Mania Howanrp, “Spinstér, acting burriving @xe- 
cutrix. 

Tena Witniam, Fish: Great Russell-street, Epwarp Porrzs, 

Vine-street, Pi Piccadilly,” THoMas Crocxrond, ery 
Coles bridgeshire, and THoMas Jones, Apothecary ‘ nai, Beat 13: 


Consols.—Claimed by Toomas Jones. 
Warsen, Rosext, Gent., Strand, £500 Consols.—Claimed by Saran War- 
ILLIAM Harris, the executors. ‘ii 


wo San Bes Ropert WARREN, and anak, 

ABREN, Hig peel rompton, ese 

inter Wane, Spi ag re 

Wirriams, Lie , Royal al aries KCB, £1,133 
Consols. —Claimed by Amy m Wirieains Widow, the one 

Wuson, Exizanern, Widow, Denmark-hill, £2,236 : 4 uced.— 
Claimed by James Cosmo MELViLL, one of the executors of itty Ken- 
BLE, who was surviving executor of Exrzabetra Witsen. 

WINCHILSEA AND Notrineuam, Right Hon. Georce Witisam, Earl of, 
£657 : 7 : 6 Consols.—Claimed by Rev. Dantex Heneacs Finca Hatton, 
Epwanrp Bripces Rick, and Cuartes Pearson, the executors. 

Wirtz, Lupewre, Sugar Refiner, Leman-street, er ae 21,200 
31. 10s, per Cent. Reduced.—Claimed by NaTHanist Bacsha Wasp, 
one of the executors. 


FAoney ‘Parker. 
~~ CITY, Fripay Evenine. 


Another week of great pres + in the English funds has 

passed. The closing price of Consols for money this afternoon 

is about the same as this day week, namely, 97 to 97§ per 
cent. 

The transfer books are to close on Friday, the 4th of June. 

Money continues in abundant supply. The East India Loan 
debentures have receded in value since the ning of the 
present week, and are now quoted at 994 and 993 per cent. 

From the Bank of England return for the week ending the 
26th inst., it appears that the amount of notes in circulation is 
£20,191,970, bans a decrease of £91,560; and the stock of 
bullion in both departments is £18, 112,402, showing an increase 
of £185,422 when compared with the previous return. % 

The market for railway shares is materially depressed, it 
consequence chiefly of the general falling off ii traisn atioo the 
commencement of the year. 

Returns of the Board of Trade for the month of April were 
issued on Wednesday, and show a continued comparative de- 
crease in the declared value of exports. The decrease is to 4 
less amount than was apparent during the months of 
the p t year. This difference seems chiefly derived from 








heretofore in tt 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, wnless ot other Clai 
appear within Three Months :— 
EE, Moore, Eéq., Kineton, Warwickébire, one dividend on 
£3,243; 11: 4 41. pat ee Pe ene Sa BOND: li: 


4 31. 10s. 
per Cent. keduced.—Ciaimed by Josern 
Buraows, Wiisam, Maltster, Duesbury, Yorksh ae 8 Joun Oscoop, 
Farmer, Hawkley, Hants, two dividends on £1,000 3i. 10s. per Cent. 


uced.—Claimed by Witt1am Boraows. 

Cizaver, Bensamina AMeELtA, a gee Saffron Walden, Essex, since wife 
a Branwhite Surgeon, Great Bardfield, Essex, £1,412 : 19: 6 
31, 10s. per Cent. Reduced. a by BENJAMINA AMELIA SPURGIN. 

Coney Ber Sir Tuomas Gent St. Edmund's, £3,000 31. 10s, 
per Cent iedace, and 21,300: 6:8 ‘aced.—Claimed by Dame 
AxwE Cots, Widow, sole 

Degeeeat, oat James, aioe, sw. Rect anne og Lyin Desens. 

place, and Cuan.es St, ington, Han 
061 :'10 : 2 New Bt. 10s. Dossier. 


“ we by James Cae reer: 
LeLDHOUsE, “terrace, Limehouse, £5 : r 
oom expiring October 16, 1859.—Claimed by Srmadien 


IELDHOUSE. 

Gavwriett, Kev. Sauve, Fellow of Winchester-college, £2,050 Reduced. 
—Claimed by James Rare, surviving executor, 

Guric, Janus, Gent., Laytonstone, Essex, £2,000 Reduced,—Claimed by 
Caawronn Davison Kena, Merchont, Thee 

Hat, ALLEN Stewart, Merchant, and Isaperea Many 
Francis, a Minor, £48 : 17 Contalg Chalaned by IsapeccA Many Francis 
(now of age). 


Hewpensox, Mant, Widow, Surrey, £410 
Gent cna Hv, ower Rawiams aaa wee 


"Ba ea cei en, ic aoe 





the large increase in shipments of cotton manufactures, said "to 
be owing to the demand in the East Indies. 

The monthly account of the Bank of France, made up 
Thursday, the 18th inst., shows, when compared with the pre- 
vious monthly return, a further lange increase in the bullion 
held by the bank and its branches, amounting to £2,392,000. 
Also an increase in the amount of deposits of £308,000, and of 
notes in circulation of £265,000. On the other hand, the 
amount of = discounted shows a comparative decrease of 
£1,460,000. These results e it appear that the s 
in commercial affairs which exists in England is equally felt 
in France. The accumulation of bullion in Fratice is com- 
paratively larger than in England. 
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English Funds. 
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lis 5-16 
oe 1 
India Scrip 100 a 3 € 
India Bonds (£1,000) ..) .. «»  |21s24sp 
Do. (under £1,000) 2Qisp| .. 24s p 
Exch. Bills ae | Mar.|44s40sp! 40s p |42s38sp 
Ditto June. oe - o- 
Exch. Bills (2500) | Mar. 
Exch. Bills sina ia . 44s 35sp 
itto * ee ee 
Do. (Advertised) ‘Mar. 29s 20sp|22s 23sp! 
Ditto June} . 24s 25sp/ 20s 24sp! 
— og 1858, 34 
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London Gajettes. 


Commissioners to abminister @aths in Chancery. 


Torspay, May 25, 1858 
Coaam, Anscotr BickrorD CouRTENAY, Holsworthy, Devon; for England. 
8. 


ToaNEn, Henry Scort, 42 Jermyn-st., St. James's; for London.—May 7. 


Bankrupts. 
Tusspay, May 25, 1858. 

BLACKWELL, Maroarer (wife ot —_ Blackwell, a Seen, Snack 
. trading asa Femme Sole, under style of Blackwell 
: June 5 and iy 10, at 10; Council-hall, — 

. Ass, oe Sol. Fernell, Sheffield, Pet. May 13. 

BOWKER, Tuomas meraae, Commission Merchant, Back South-pardite, 
gd 7, at 12; Manchester. Og. Ass. Pott. 


Kent. Com. Fane: June 4 and 
Sole, 


Pet. May 94. 
Reseee, inabeopen olverton, Bucks, and of Wicken, Nerthamp- 





tonshire, Butcher. Com. Fonblanque: June & 
. Ass. Stansfeld. Sol. G. 


2; and 1 
Ss Ohcpetat 
or J orthampton. Pé. May 17. 


Moitey, Batley, Yo 
FOSTER, Samvzt, Dyer, anu tee orkshire. splot: 


» Leeds. 
E, 1, Agricultural Implement 
Com. West : Tin, pages 4 rae ity Be Beil Of dee 

sling, Daubeny, & Chubb, Cirencester ; * or 
LONDON & EASTERN BANKING CORPORATION, S ee tee 

Cannon-st. ; and 137 Westbourn-terr. Com. Evans : June 4, at 11 

July 8, at "12; Basinghall-st. Ass. Bell. Sols. Upon, 
me & Johnson, 20 Austin-friars, nena st. Pet. April 21. 


ty. Sa Wels ee 
or Liceheld, Howemeeaeeer- 


Saas titre ad oe at 1.30; vad ee 6, at 1; 
Of. Ass. Graham, Sols. Lafwes & Young, ae eae 


poe & Holcroft, Sevenoaks. Pet. Ma 
SPEEK, Rosert, Tailor, Oldham. June7 4 ait 12; Manchester, 
‘Ass. Fraser. Sols. pag A mag Manchester. Pet. May 18. 
TOWNSEND, Worm, Florist, &c., Norland Nursery, Notting-hill, and 
‘Acton-green. Com. Goulburn : June 7, at 11.30; and July 4, at 11; 
ne Off. Ass. Pennell. Sol. Wells, a7 Moorgate-st. Pet. 


TORNBULL, Rates, News Agent, 71 West Percy-st., North Shields. Com. 
Ellison: June 7, at 11; and July 8, a4" ea, eee 
upon-Tyne. Off. Ass ‘Ass. Baker. Sols. Grant, 37 Pooyg Reh ey 3 

st.; or Harle, Bush, & Co., 20 ee | , Chancery-lane, and 
2 Butcher Bank, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. age i9. 
Fawax, May 28, 1 

BALSDON, Witt1aM, Hop Merchant, 36 Welch-back, Bristol. Com. 
West: June 8 and July 6, at 11; Bristol. Of. Ass. Miller. Sols. 
Hawks * Wilmot ; or Brittan & Son, Bristol. 


al poe 4 15, at 1; 
idley, ‘Basinghall-st. Pet. for A 

BiGG. NcEs, Lodging-house ene, 

Com. *Horloyd: | June 8, at 2.30; and July 13, at 12; 4 
Ass. Lee. Sol. Overbury, 4 Frederick *s-pl., Old Jewry. Pet. May 26. 
CHAFFER, Tuomas, Stone Merchant, Liverpool, lately on busi- 

ness at Liverpool, and at Burnley, in a oa te 
a on May 4, and 
now annexed to that of T. Chaffer. Com. Perry: Jane? & Be: 
rupee tg Fy Sols. Evans & Son, Liverpool; or Sale, 
Worthington, & eee a emerge Bt April 27. 

EASTWOOD, Cuanrtas, Fruit Dealer, late June 9 and July 
14, at 12; Manchester. Of. Ass. Pott. “ere Vickers & Diggies, Man- 
chester. ' Pet. May 19. 

FREEMAN, Bensamtn, Haulier, | ges rd., New-cut, Bristol. Com. 

West ; June 8 and Jul: 6, at 11; Bristol . Ass. Acraman, Sol. 


3 June 


ine Pet. May 21. 

HOLLIS, Ricuarp Avevstvs, Grocer, 78 Judd-st., New-rd., and 25 Chapel- 
st., Somers-town, and 34 Sidmouth-st., Gray’s-inn-rd. Com. Evans : 
June 11. at 11; and July 15, at 2; -st. ow 
¢ Fe 34 Coleman-st. 3 or Henderson, Pa. 

ay 

—, Nada UNDERRILL, Baker, Pepsnett, Kingswinford, Stafford- 

: June 10 and July 1, at 11.205 Birm bo 
3 ‘Whitmore Sols. Riley, Wolverhampton ; or B. & H. Tight, 


mingham. Pet. May 20. 

SMITH, Henry, Bottle Beer Me 4 Union-pl., Vassall-rd., Brixton, 
formerly of Belvedere-ri., ’ with Edward Har. 
win Banyard (Banyard & Smith). Com. Evans: June 8, at 1; and 
July 1, at 1; Basinghall-st. Og, Ass. Bell. Sol. Farrar, Great Carter- 
lane, Doctors’-commons, Pet, May 27. br 

THOMAS, Dantst, Draper, Carnarvon. Com. : June 7 & 30, at 11; 
Liverpool. Qgf. dss. Cazenove. Sols. Marden, 

99 Newgate-st., London ; or Dodge, Union-ct., Castle-st., Liverpool. Pet, 


TURNER, Curistorpaer, Cotton Spinner, Marsden, near Burnley, Lanca- 

shire. Gam June 10" ad duly 1, at iis Manchester. Og. Aas. Her- 

naman. Sols. Slater & Myers, Tib-lane, Manchester, Pet. May 18. 
BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED, 


MEETINGS. 
gg a Bog Ags 


Deacon, Tuomas Extrema, 

June Ls, at 1s Bastnghall-st. Com. 
Extis, Faspsaic, Chemist, H 

fo ome 17, at 11; and Die, June 


Hemel Hempstead, Herts. Die, 

Com. Holroyd. 
tye 4 
Die "buae 1, a8 My oad pate 28, at te eae 
eo hn 


. 








wf 
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Garratt, Samvet, Contractor, Perran Wharf, near Penryn, Cornwall, also 
— . Bristol, Coal- Aud. Accts. fg Ff vag 
June 17, at lt and Div. June 23, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. Bere. 


Gtsson, Joux, Coal Merchant, We 
Aud. Accts. & Prf. of Dbts. ton 17, at 11; 


ymouth and Melcombe Regis, Dorset. 
and Div. June 23, at 11; 
m. Bere. 


. Exeter. 
Hits, JONATHAN, & Rosert Hits, Bankers, High-st., Gravesend, and 
-» Da Div. sep. est. of R. Hills, June 15, at 12, Basinghall- 
st. Com. Fonblanque. 

Horr, Taomas ‘amen Grocer, 28 High-st., Whitechapel ; Carshal 
Surrey; and Stratford, Essex. Div. (June 16, at 11; Basingball-st 
Com. Goulburn 

Jackson, PETER, & James Vaisstere, Brace, Belt, and Garter Manufac- 
tarers, 76 Aldermanbury. Div, June 12, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. 


Kwicur, Taomas Warren, Grocer, 36 Fore-st., Taunton. Aud. Accts. 
Pry. of Dis. June 17, at 11; and Dir. June 23, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. 


M‘Ciean, James, & TeRENcE CuanLes M‘CLEAN, Wine, Spirit, and Beer 
peop Turnagain-lane, Skinner-st., Snow-hill. Dic. June 16, at 
1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

Meapows, James, & Ricuarp Epwin ” Brssy, Lime Merchants, Man- 
chester. Second Div. June 16, pebbeod Manchester. Com. Jemmett. 


Bl 
Com. Holroyd. 
Dean, Gloucestershire, and of Dover, 
Kent, Div. Jane 15, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque 
Ratraay, Tuomas, Ironmonger, 18 8 Bedtford-p., Commercial-rd. 


East. Div. 
Ma: 15, at 1; j-st. . Fonblanque. 
Sau, EpDwarp, Plumber, , Northeast Canterbury. Div. June 15, at 
12,30 ; -st. Com. Fonblanque. 
SpLatr, ‘Sacar Hopes, Sailmaker, Liverpool. Dir. June 17, at 11; Liver- 
pool. Com. Stevenson. 


Srreatriecp, Witi1am Cuampion, Underwriter, Shareholder and Director 
of the General Maritime Assurance Company, 30 Cornhill. Further Div. 
joint est. of said bankrupt and General Maritime Assurance Company, 
June 15, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. 

Track, WittraM, Innkeeper, Camborne, Cornwall. Aud. Accts. & Pr. Dbts. 
June 17, at 11; and Div. June 23, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. Com. Bere. 

Watts, THOMAS, ‘Calenderer, formerly of 24 Little Tenter-st., a 
ae at Tottenham. Div. June 17, at 12; Basinghall. 

vans. 

WHEELER, THomas, ——— Albion Pgh os Oxford. Div. June 16, at 
11.30; Basinghall-st. 

Warr ake, Joux, tg cnasaaabarer, Bridge End, near Newcharch, 
Rossendale, Lancashire. Div. June 16, at 1; Manchester. Com. Jemmett. 

Warr, Wit1aM, Farmer, Tintinhull, Somerset. Aud. Accts. & Prf. Dots. 
June 17, at 11; and Div. June 23, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. Com. Bere. 

Warrs at, Craxsroox Jonx, Tailor, High-st., Canterbury. Div. June 15, 
at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. 


j Farar, May 23, 1858. 

Agmiracr, Geonct, Iron Merch 28 Clement’s-lane, London. Last Ex. 
(by adj. from May 11) June 8, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 
Bens nufacturer, New Cannon-st., Manchester. 

. Com. Jemmett. 
Artos, Angana™ Jacon, Cattle Dealer, Stoford, Wilts. Div. June 18, at 
Basinghall. 





12; -st. Com. Evans. 
— ee serpeg ram pen King’s Lynn. Div. June 21, at 
CHALLENGER, Hissar, Victaslion Gloster- lane, Bristol. Div. June 24 at 11; 


Bristol. Com. West. 
Mrrenein, & Cosmo by Gorpoy, Colonial 
Jane, and Cousen’s-lane, of 
West Ham-lane, Essex, Distillers. Die. June 2 ro 12.30; Basinghall- 


st. Com. Goulburn. 

Dicxrssox, Jon» Giapwix, Draper, 30 Robertson-st., Hastings. Div. 
June 19, at 11306 Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. 

Evans, James, & Henry Joux, Coopers and Basket Makers, 
Beer-lane, and -st., Surrey. Div. June 21, at 11.30; Basing- 


Festos, Joux, Apothecary and Iron House Builder, Liverpool, lately in 
¢o-partnership with Epwix Joux Feros (Fenton & Co.), Iron House 
Builders. For choice of an Ass. in the place of Henry Turbeville Ed- 
wards, deceased, June 7, at 11; Liverpool. Com. Perry 

Hawes, Wu11am Hewry Bartieman, Chemist sl Delete, 406 Strand. 
Die. June 19, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. 

Hexserr, Groncr, Railway Contractor, &e., Bristol, Bridgew: 
mouth, and Teignmouth. Div. June 13, at 12.30 ; Basinghall-st. 

Hovuisros, ALexasper, Confectioner, 8 Park-ter., Park-rd., Regent’s- 
park. Div. June 19, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn 

Hiram, Leoxanp, Me Ba- 
singhal 


ater, Ply- 
Com. 


rchant, 22 Mincing-lane. Div. Jane 1, at 11; 
Fogg 

s, imisam Hewny Litter, Mahogany Merchants, Wood 

Whart, West India Docks. Dio. Jane 18, at 11; Basinghall-st. | Com. 


Monton, Janus, Seenenpy Huntingdon. Div, June 18, at 1; Basing- 


- Com. ¥ 

peng ne Santen, 36 Long-acre. Dic. June 21, at 1; Basinghall-st. 

Paw, James, sen., Brewer, Athol Athol-pl., Southsea, and St. George’s-sq., Port- 
sea. Dit. Jane 1%, at 11.20; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane 


Woop, Wit1t1aM a Hosier and Draper, Dover. Div. June 18, at 
11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

Waicut, Joseru, Birmingham, & Joun Satispury, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, 
Tronfounders, ca‘ on business in partnership at Burton-upon-Trent 

(Wright, Salisbury & Co.) Div. June 25, at 10; Birmingham. Com. 


y: 
DIVIDENDS. 
Turspay, May 25, 1858. 
Baty, Tuomas, & Joun Cowan, Merchants, Madras. Second, 1}d. Whit- 
more, 2 Basinghall-st.; any Wednesday, 11 to 3. 
Bangs, MicHakEL, Sewed Muslin Warehouseman, Watling-st. First, 2s. 9d. 
Lee, 20 Aldermanbury ; May 26, and three subsequent Wednesdays, 11 


to 2. 
Byers, Micnart & Tuomas, Ship Builders, Monkwearmonth. Second, 


4s. st}d., in addition to 3s. 4d. previously declared, sep. est. M. Byers. 
Baker, Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; any Saturday, 10 to 3. 

Dunn, ABRAHAM, Scrivener, Hedon, Yorkshire, First, 44d. Hope, 1 South- 
parade, Park-row, Leeds; any Saturday, 10 to 12. 

Groom, Georce, Boot and Shoe Factor, Norwich. First, 24d. Edwards, 
22 Basinghall-st ; May 26, and three subsequent Weteetine 11 to 2. 

a 9 Joun Rorsery, Wool Merchant, Leeds. First, 3s. 4d. Hope, 

South-parade, Park-row, Leeds ; any Saturday, 10 to 12. 

Ped James, jun., Builder, 3 Campden-hill, Rencinaten. First, 6s. 6}d. 
Whitmore, Basinghall-st. ; any Wednesday, 11 to 

Kirxsrive, Isaac & Jonn, "Stone and Marble ieeacha Carlisle. First, 
2s, 6d., on New Proofs since December 18 last, being in part of former 
dividend of 9s. Baker, Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; any Satur- 
day, 10 to 3. 

Luneehs JOBN, merge gd Jeweller, 44 Berners-st., Oxford-st. First, 
ls. 10d. Edwards, 22 Basinghall-st.; May 26, and three subsequent 
Wednesdays, I1 to 7" 

Locxwoop, Witt1aM Perrect, Chemist and Druggist, Wakefield. Second, 
5d. Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-st.; any Wednesday, 11 to 3. 

Mason, Ropert Hinpry, Newspaper Publisher, Sunderland. First, 2s. 6d. 
Baker, Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; any Saturday, 10 to 3. 

MooruovseE, James, Cotton Spinner, Howgill, near Gisburn. First, 1s. 9d. 
Hope, \ South-parade, Park-row, Leeds ; any Saturday, 10 to 12. 

Paton, Wittiam, Warehouseman, Bread- st. Third, ld. Whitmore, 2 
Basinghall- -st.; any Wednesday, |1 to 3. 

Tartor, James, Worsted Spinner, Ovenden, Halifax. First, 8s. 73d. Hope, 
1 South-parade, Park-row, Leeds; any Saturday, 10 to 12 

Tominson, Henry, Licensed Victualler, Newcastle-upon- Tyne. First, 5s. 
Baker, Royal-arcade, Neweastle-upon-Tyne; any Saturday, 10 to 3. 

WHEELER, Tuomas, jun, Miller, Poston Mill, Vowchurch, Herefordshire. 
— 1s. 44d. Kinnear, 19 Temple-st., Birmingham ; 3 any Thursday, 11 


Fripay, May 28, 1858. 

Asumas, Taomas Nataaniet, Currier, Yeovil. First, 4s. 6d. Hirtzel, 
Queen-st., Exeter; any Tuesday or Friday, 11 to 2. 

Batcer, JAMES, Merchant, Wood-street, Cheapside. Second, 7§d. Cannan, 
18 Aldermanbury ; any Monday, !1 to 3. 

Barnes, RopertT YALLowzLey, Floor Cloth Manufacturer, 11 City-rd. 
Third, 1d. Pennell, 3 Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, 
11 to 2. 

Barzetr, WILLIAM RANDALL, Ironmonger, High-st., Folkestone. Second, 
24d. Stansfeld, 10 Basinghall-st.; any Thursday, 1} to 2. 

Brovucutoy, Tuomas ArsuTHNoTt Brows, Bristol. First, ls. 2d. 
man, 19 St. Augustine’s-parade, Bristol; any Wednesday, 11 to 1. 

Cave, Rosert, Fishmonger, Thames-st., Windsor. First, 2s. Pennell, 
3 Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, 11 to 2 

De.cacanD, James & BARTHOLOMEW, reotype Founders, 61 Red Lion- 
st., ote? > eae, e. Pennell, 3 Guildhall-chambers, Basing- 
hall-st. ; any wang, “Ti 

FresuwatTen, JAMES, Tea Dealer, 44 ppaeny. First, 5s. Cannan, 18 
Aldermanbury ; any Monday, 11 to 3. 

Hewnperson, Peter Epwin, Civil Engineer, 3 First, 9d. Pen- 
nell, 3 Guildhall-chambers ; any Tuesday, 11 to 2. 

Homan, ae Wholesale Clothier, 7 ehcoew, Milk-st., Pees rae (J. 
Homan & Co.) First, 1s. 4d. Cannan, 18 Aldermanbury ; any Monday, 
11 to 3. 

Hoox, Save, Paper Manufacturer, Tovil, near Maidstone. Third, 83d. 
Pennell, 3 Guildhall-chambers ; any Tuesday, 11 to 2. 

Hurcsixes, Tuomas, Railway Contractor, rt Westminster ; 
Great Grimsby ; and of Anston, Yorkshire. Third, 38 . 6d. Cannan, 18 
Aldermanbury ; any Monday, 11 to 3. 

Jouurre, Wit11aM Leicu, Tea Dealer, _ Salisbury. First, 4s. Stansfeld, 10 

li-st.; any Thursday, 11 to 

Kerra, Witt1am, Innkeeper, ‘iaree. Tune: inn, High-st., Exeter. First, 
2s, 54d. Hirtzel, Queen-st., Exeter; any ‘Tuesday or Friday, 11 to 2. 

Ksiont, Lewis Surra, Hard ’ 128. 10d. Fraser, 

George-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, ll tol. 

Lams, Henry, Bookseller, Norbiton, Kingston. First, 5d. Pennell, 
3 Guildhall-chambers ; any Tuesday, 11 to 2. 

f rt of First 


Lay, ae pe -* Merchant, Wolverhampton. Div. 6d. 
Dividend of 2s. 6$d., on new cerg only. Kinnear, ‘aterloo-pl., 
Birmingham ; any Thursday, 11 to 3 
—— Francis, Attorney, Penzance. Fourth, ls. Hirtzel, Queen-st., 


Acra- 





Tuesday or Friday, 11 to 2. 
Pero, oy Joh be Jou Baran (Bryan, Price, & Co.), Amey Contractors, 
Dacre-st., Westminster, and of Liverpool, and Willow-walk, 


Lanai Third, 10d, Cannan, 18 Aldermanbury; any Monday, 
Il to 3. 
Pennell, 3 Goildhall- 





Aath 


Piren, Josern, Yarnishing 9% High-st., and 4 Spencer-st. 

Shoreditch. ’ Die. June fai ec 13; Bacloghalle Com, Fane. F 
& Joux Anuernone, Cotton Manufacturers, Ti 

. ent. J. Armetrong, Jane ag at 12; and Die. joint 


Dit, wep 
est. June 21, at 12: Manchester. Com. Jemme' 
Wittiase Hoon, Blacking ~ secant 20 Strand (Russell & 
.). De, Jan 1. at 12; Basinghall-st. Com: Vane. 
Sadonove, Wi poy: jun, & Kicuaxp Ras, mags 8 a mpeg 
. sep. est. » 
eo our ee 
rue. hom, ion 


oe en sey, Dio, Jane VW, at 115 Liverpool, 





Pink, Eonar et el ee = First, 10d, 
to 
Tuomas Joux Biacurorp, Bankers, Newport, 
Isle of Wight. First, 3) . est. C. B. Roe; and Second, lgd. sep. 
est T. J. Blachford. Pennell, 3 aildhall-chambers ; any ‘Tuesday, iM to. 
Rowre, Bexsamin, & Bravvor Atynev Moony, Tailors, Sackville-st., Picca- 
dilly. Third, 2d. Cannan, 18 Aldermanbumy ; any ‘Monday, 11 to 3, 
score, Hewar, Draper, Elsworth, First, 36, 6d, Pennell, 3 Guildhall- 
chambers; any Tuesday, 11 to 2. 
CERTIFICATES, 
dgherteocaniy, cy Ae shown on Day of Meeting. 


i me. vibrate Ut RO: di 


Roz, Caanune ‘ieee, 





hae 
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Gitt, Rosent Henny, Innkeeper, Hartlepool. June 15, at 11; Royal- 

arcade, ore reny e8 

Ma aprey pig or GeorGe TaxLor, Maltsters, Hadlow, Kent. June 
16, at 1 H 

Hoempnrers, Witttam, Corn Merchant, Liverpool. June 16, at 1; Liver- 


INCE, Jony, Apothecary, 3 Wilton-st., Grosvenor-pl., trading in co-partner- 
ship with Eugene Ince, as Ince & gon. June 17, at 11; Basinghall-st. 
Miers, Joun Levy, Wholesale Clothier, Fore-st., Cripplegate. 


12; -st. 
— Tuomas, Coal Merchant, Rhyl, Flintshire. June 17, at 11; 


"Saud 16, at 


jaame WittaM or Silversmith, 2 Princes-st., Cavendish-sq. June 
17, at 1; Basinghall-st. 

Parkes, Joserpu SMALLwoop, Wine and Spirit Merchant, Oldbury, Wor- 
cestershire. June 21, at 10; Birmingham. 

Peestes, WitttaM Saipp, & a worth arre, Carpenters, East Dereham, 
Norfolk. June 16, at 2; Basinghall: 

Perry, Henrt WittiaM, "Builder, - ae June 17, at 11 ; Queen-st., 
E 


June 16, 


May 15, 3rd class; to 
May 


‘xeter. 
Searsy, Georce, Ship Owner, 5 Great Queen-st., Westminster. 
at 12; Basinghall-st. 
shire. June 25, at 10; Birmingham 
Youne, Witttam Weston, JOSEPH Weston Youne, & Georce Youne, 
Bristol. 
Fray, May 28, 
Bacon, CHARLes, Bone Grinder, 69 oor ge * Choriton-upon-Medlock, 
Manc! 
Barton, BENJAMIN, Grocer, Wortley, Leeds. July 5, at 11; 
bidgs., Leeds. 
CuasseReav, THomas Purton, Merchant, late of Finsbury-pl. South, now 
of Lime-st. June 18, at 1; Basinghall-st. 
st., Minories. On applon. of F. Finnis. June 18, at 1; Basinghall-st. 
Gal ARRETT, Lewis, Licensed Victualler, 30 Hart-st., Bloomsbury, , and of the 
18, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. 
Tlanso, Jasuva, & James see Sete Spinners, Huddersfield. June 
Litey, Jon, & WitiiaMm 
wharf, West India Docks. June 18, at 11; Basil 
» yes) Blade Makers, 
Birmingham. June 25, at 10; Birmingham 
Ravworr, ae (Henry "Radloff & Co. ), Oil Refiner, formerly of 32 Chick- 
sand-st. 
at 12; Basinghall-st. 
SULLIVAN, Josern, Victualler, Canterbury-hall, Mary-le-Port-st., Bristol. 
Tisoz, WittiaM Caarzes (Tisoe & Son), Plumber, Hertford. June 18, at 
12; Basinghall-st. 
Queen- 
st., Exeter. 
To. be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
Bu.ten, Joun, Butcher, 45 Leather-lane, Holborn. 
be 12 mos. 
18, 3rd class. 
Harrison, Ricaarp, & Joun James Core, Barge Builders, Twig Folly, 
12 mos. from April 23, 1857. 
LANCASHIRE, GEORGE, Silk Manufacturer, Castle Dorington, Leicestershire. 
LancasTer, Joun, & Joun Brayrorp, Iron Manufacturers, Walsall. May 
17, 2nd class. 
Paton, WitttamM, Warehouseman, Bread-st. May 18, 3rd class, having 
been sus ed from Dec. 22, 1854, till June 30, 1857. 

, THomas, Grocer, Broadway, W: orcester. May !7, 3rd class. 
Tavtrr, Epwin Mives, Wine, Spirit, and Beer Merchant, Coal Exchange 
Trzacx, Henry, Tool Manufacturer, 36 Old-st.-rd., Shoreditch. May 18, 

 @nd class. 
Fripay, April 30, 1858, 
Hawrnorn, Benzamin. Shoe Mercer, 9 Lisle-st., Leicester-sq. » and 8 St. 
Paul’s-pl., Wandsworth-rd. May 21, 2nd class. 
i Micwakt SAmvet, Provision Merchant, 98 Leadenhall-st. May 22, 
Walworth. May 21, 2nd 


Tavtor, Tuomas, Flint Grinder, Moddershall-mill, near Stone, Stafford- 
Millers, Neath, Glamorganshire; on applon. of each. June 18, at 11; 
hester. . June 23, at 12 ; Manchester. 
Commercial- 
Finis, Freperic, & ALEXANDER MacNas, Provision Merchants, 5 John- 
Globe Public-house, Cross-st., Chelsea, and Silver-st., Bloomsbury. June 
28, at 11; Commerciai-bl 
ensy LILLEy, Manet ome Wood- 
PowELL, pened & Taomat Powstt (atlarton & Po’ 
Whitechapel, now of 10 Peckham-grove, Camberwell. June 18, 
June 28, at 11; Bristel. 
Track, WiLt1aM, Innkeeper, Camborne, Cornwall. June 23, at 11 ; 
Tuespay, May 25, 1858. 
Contier, Micmagt, Yarn and Sack Manufacturer, High-st., Witney. 
St. Matthew, Bethnal-green. May 14, 2nd class, having been suspended 
May 18, 2nd class. 
Oscrorr, Tuomas, Grocer, Codnor, Heanor, Derbyshire. May 18, 2nd class. 
Potpine, Wittiam, Cotton Spinner, Livesey, Lancashire. May 18, Ist class. 
Vaults, Lower Thames-st. May 18, 3rd class. 
@wrer, Epwounp, African Merchant, Bristol. May 24, Ist class. 
Hrman, LBONARD, Merchant, 22 Mincing-lane, May 22, Ist class. 
Srone, Frepenic James, Builder, 9 Manor-pl., 


Swoupen, Joun, Maltster, Ware. May 22, 3rd class; after a suspension 
mos. 
bry — Cheesemonger, Great Castle st., Cavendish-sq. 
class. 
Wess, Ropgrt Geoncs, Draper, Liverpool. May 21, 2nd class; subject to 
& suspension of 12 mos, 


esignusnts te for eae of Creditors. 
TurspayY, 25, 18 
Bentincuam, WiLttaM, General Dealer, ahoey Wellington, Salop. May 
. Trustees, J. Cattel, H ry Worvester-st., 
mingham ; G. Heaven, Comb Manufacturer, 139 Moor-st., Birmingham. 
Creditors to execute before July 22. “ Taylor, Wellington, 
Cox, Joszrn, Dealer in Berlin Wools, No. 16 Park-ter,, Regent's-park 
18, Trustees, Cy W. Slee, oe ufacturer, 5 & 6 Newgate-st. ; 
L, Kulp, Importer of Faney ~ -st., Newgate-st. Sole, Wild & 
Barber, ronmonger-lane, Chi 


Cnrasky, Jams, Haberdasher, New Sleaford, Lincolnshire. April 99. 
ese Draper, ‘New’ Sleaford nea (Grantham T. F, Weston, Linen & 


, Shoe Manufacturer, 
teas My Wn. ae yal Walter Tiotdien, ew Sleaford. 

Mraarson, wusay Josnru, Grocer, Choritan- 

May 6. Trustee, J. Lofthouse, Accountant, 


May 22, 


upon-Medlock, Manchester. 





Manchester, Sol, Whitworth, | 


Row.atr, Tuomas, Wheel: ae May 6. Trustee, 
J. Pashlier, Farmer, Great B, Measures, Farmer, Great Cat- 
worth. Creditors to execute before July 6. Sols. Deacon & Taylor, 


3 Faway, May 28, 1858. 
Bettamy, Tom, Smith, Hartfoot-lane, Hilton, Dorset. May 15. 
J. Galpin, Dorchester, and T. Penny, Sherborne, 


Carman, JAMES, Clothier, Town-hill, Wrexham, Denbighshire. May 24. 
Trustee, E. Griffin, Auctioneer, Pe Creditors to execute before 
June 24, Sols. E. & D. Pugh, Wrexham. 
Cuaist1aNn, WILLIAM, Glass Dealer, 138 Great Howard-st., Liverpool. Ma 
7. Trustee, W. Taylor, Gent., St. Helen’s, Lancashire. (Sol, Hore, 32 
Castle-st., Liverpool. 
HARTLAND, Wittiam Hewry, trading as James Smith, Undertaker, 2 
South-row, Broad-st., Golden-sq. May 31. Trustee, T. Earle, Funeral 
Master, Castle-st., Long-acre. to execute before 
July 21. Sols. Fraser & May, 78 Dean-st., Soho. 
Lapp, James, Grocer, Shoreham, —_ — Keren teem | 
sale Grocer, Lower Thames-st. ; F. P. Keysell, Provision 
et., Philpot-lane. Creditors to execute before Oct. 29. Sol. Yeadel, 
142 Cheapside. 
Par&er, Rosert, Chemist, Leatherhead. May 5. Trustees, J. S. Penny, 
olesale- Parker, Chemist, Westerham, 


ge 


& Gzorce ANDREW, Wine, Spirit, & Porter 
its, St. Austell, Cornwall. April 30. age BF 
Hart, Wine Merchants, 42 Trinity-sq., Tower-hill. Sols. Michael, 7 
Jewry; or Coode, Shilson, & Co., St. Austell 
Smiru, James, Grocer, Leeds. May 5. Trustees, J. A. Skidmore, Com- 
mercial Traveller, Wakefield; J. Wylde, Wholesale Grocer, Leeds; R. 
A. M' Andrew, Fruit Merchant, Liverpool Sol. Simpson, 34 Commercial- 


st., * : 
Creditors under Estates in Chancery, 
Tusspay, May 25, 1858. 

AyscoucH, Tuomas, Esq., Raymond-bldgs., Gray’s-inn (who died in Feb., 
1854). Re Ayscough's Estate, Hodgkinson v. Wilkinson, V. C. Stuart. 
Last Day for Proof, June 16. 

Coins, Joun, Gent., Danthorpe, Holderness, Yorkshire (who died on Oct. 

13, 1856). Ion. Ashton, M. R. Last Day for Proof, June 23. 

— Rosert Caristmas, Norwich (who died in Jan., 1855). Golder 


Bennett Evizasers, Mar- 
chioness of, late of St. James’s-palace pene Se nae 21, 1858). Gre- 
ville v. Greville, R. Last day for Proof, June 22. 

Farwar, May 28, 1858. 

CLARK, ALEXANDER, Gent., 3 Stockwell-pl., Stockwell (who a on Dec. 6, 
1827). Carr v. Living, M. Rk. Last Day. Proof, June 

FrEeLove, Lrpia, Vale-pl., Falham (who died in Sep., 184). Dear s. 
Smedley, M. R. Last y for Proof, June 26. 

Granam, Henry Etxior, a Ladgvan, Cornwall (who died in August, 
1855). Re Graham's Estate, Leeds, v. Impey, V.C. Stuart. Last Day 
Sor Proof, June 24. 

HeMioxke, Sir Henry Joun Josern, Bt., of Wingerworth, 
died in Feb., 1856). Sidney v. Wilmer, Fitzclarence vt. Wilmer, and 
Wilmer v. Hemloke, M. R. Last Day for’ Proof, ——> 

Jounson, THomas, Corn Factor, 2 Primrose-cottage, West Brompton (who 
died in April, 1855). Johnson rv. Johnson, V. C. Stuart. Last Day for 

Pen. — 17. a“ “s 
vine, WILLIAM Henry, Salesman, Leadenhall-market, and Clapham-rd.- 
pl., Surrey (who died on June 30, 1840). Carr e. Living, M. BR. Zest 
Day for Proof, June 24. 

Rarvier, Jonny, Lieutenant, R.N., Ramsgate (who died in Jan. 1858). 
Carr v. Filder, M. R. Last Sor , June 23. 

Ranp, Ann, Widow, Fobbing Farm, Essex (who died in Mar., a Pock- 
lington v. Bailey, V.C. Stuart. Last Day for Prog, J 

Suaw, Josgpu, Plate Roller, Hyde, Kinver, Staffordshire pon Se died in Jan., 
1854). Shaw e. Shaw, V. C. Wood. Sor , June 

Venus, Ratpn, Miller, Plessy Mill, Northumberland (whe died in 
1846). Re Venus's Estate, Venus v. Venus, V. C. Stuart. Last Day 
Proof, July 1. 

WASHINGTON, JAMES, ——— Liverpool (who died in Dec. 1835). 
Roberts v. Washi . Last Dai y for Prey, Sune My at the Liverpool Dis 
trict Registrar's Office, | North Sane: Live 

Wavett, James, Silk Mercer, Newport, Isle of fA) rey eg 
1852). Wavell e, Wavell, V.C. Stuart. Last Day for Prog, July 5. 


GMinding-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
UNuintrep, In CaancerY.—Turspay, May 25, 1858. 


Liversepes Iron Company.—The Creditors of this C are to came 
in and prove their debts before the Master of the Rolls, at his Chambers, 


on June 7, at 12. 
Fripay, May 28, 1858. 


Liversepce Iron Company.—The Master of the Rolls doth order that this 
Company be absolutely dissolved as from May 24, and wound up. His 
Honour will, on Monday, June 7, at 12, appoint an Official Manager. 


Seoteh DSequestrations. 


TuxsparY, May 25, 1858. 

Bowts, Wutttay, Merchant, Falkirk. June 2, at 2; Crownian, Falkirk, 
y 21. 

conten Wiiztam, Grain and Potato Merchant, Auchterarder. May 31, 


at 11; Salutation-hotel, Perth, Seg. May 19. 
Spirit Dealer, June 1, at 2; Rose and Thistle- 
Gann A . rea, Mate Seller, Dundee. Royal-hotel, 
ALLACE, ALEXANDER, Music June 1, at 10 
Ng Seq. May 19. ‘ : 
‘OUNG, SAMUBL, sometime Grocer, and now Baker, &e., Lanark- 
shire. June |, at 2; Royal-hotel, Airdrie. May 20. _ 
Farpay, 18a, 
RP 
wne ¥, at ly St 
Gorvox, Joun pene, Mw 
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AW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY 
AT THE LAW ROTTEOTION, CRARCREY-LANE. 


QUESTIONS ‘FOR DISCUSSION. 
For Tuesday, June ist, 1858. President, Mr. Exaoop. 
Mr. Monnes will move— 
eet Oo be ler of Debates on Jurispradential ques- 
The Sscrerary will move— 
“ That the Annual Dinner of the Go ahs in the month of 
next. That a committee of be appointed to 
the necessary arrangements, and "that such committee be 
empowered to draw upon the Society's fands for any sum Not ex 
ceeding £25, towards the expenses of the dinne 
LAVINL—Would the appnonent of Tribunals ef Commerce b bene- 
ie ennae ie quogited 40 can the dotate, ent linen Sagem 
Foorner, and W. A. Crump, to speak on the question. 
For Tuesday, June 8th, 1858. President, Mr. WALTERs. 
Site-& fp intebied to © be tho sum of 2100 on 5 Iremieny nate. A 
executes pa’ 


Sera tye wort wir the deed 
tract debt? oung, Fs 


Com. mae 
Afirmative—Mr. Mancuant and Mr. Hi. 
Negative—Mr. M. B. Baker and Mr. Mercer 
For Tuesday, June \5th, 1858. President—Mnr. PLasxrrr. 


215.—Is a voluntary conveyance made void against subsequent judgment 

creditors by the operation of Stat. 1 & 2 Vict.c.110,s8.13? Parker v. 

Constable, 15 L. J., N.5S., Chancery, page 15. S. C. 10 Jurist, 125. Pri- 
‘Judgments. 


deaux on 
Affrmative—Mr. Puruirrs and Mr. Pricnarp. 
Negatiee—Mr. Tyazsex and Mr. H. Scorr. 
For Tuesday, June 22nd, 1858. President—Mr. WixckworTs. 

LXIX. aut tee apestion ef Parliamentary Reform of sufficient importance 
te call for immediate legislation ? 
Mr. Carpmagt is appointed te — the debate, and Messrs. Mavpz, 
BRadr, and Gazxoxp, to speak on the question. 

For Tuesday, agp ge President—Mr. Covsixs. 

216.—Would the opinion of Justice Coleridge, in the case of Chase- 

more r. Richards, 26 Law J., peck 393, be upheld on appeal? 
Afirmaticre—Mr. Winckworts and Mr. Rocgrs. 
Negative—Mr. Sens and Mr. Woopwarp. 
For Tuesday, July 6th, 1858. President—Mr. Marcuayr. 
ANNUAL MEETING. 

ie Does: of Ce Coen we be et 

The Treasurer will lay before the Meeting a statement of the payments 
and receipts of the fecley detee the past year, and a list of the unpaid 
fines and subscriptions. 

Members whe have been absent from six successive without 
ee es eee should not be e from the 


Meise Clees of tho Society Sor the ensuing year will be elected. 
Members are requested to attend punctually at seven o'clock. 


The Society will ae the Long Yeestion, yotl Tuesday, 
26th October, 1 


+,* Members requiring Books from the Library must 
the Arbitration Room, by seven o'clock, on the evenings of 

Cophes ofthe Rules and ll nformation may be obained of the Secretary, 
with whom Gentlemen desirous of requested to 
communicate. 


W. MELM WALTERS, ‘Secretary, 
9, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn. 


UNITED LAW CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 
PATEONS. 
The Vice-Chancellor Sir R. T. Kin- 
dersiey 


The Vice-Chancellor Sir John Stuart, 


408. Price e, Moulton, 10 


for them in 





PeaSSE 
Gages} 
ee 


veer? 
| i 
J 


t 
F 
# 





of the Inner Temple. 
The Benchers of the Middle Temple. 
The Benchers of Gray's Inn. 
‘TRUSTEES. 
| Keith Barnes, Esq. 





jan Wiken W 


E TWENTY-SIXTH ANNIVERSARY 
POSMES wit take place ot the FREEMASONS’ TAVERN, GREAT 
STRELT, om THURSDAY, the 24th day of JUNE, 1456 





1K 


YANCING, and give other assistance. 
Address, J. &., No. 109, “ Solicitors’ Journal Ome, 59, Carey-street? 
Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 


AW.—WANTED by a Gentleman, aged 40, who 
4 has been twenty-five years in the Profession (fifteen years in one 
Office), a RE-ENGAGEMENT as GENERAL MANAGING CLERK, with 
or without the assistance of the Principal. A liberal salary expected. 
Address to X., Messrs. Maude and Smith, 63, Chancery-lane. 


AW.—CONVEYANCING and CHANCERY.—A 
RESPECTABLE CLERK wishes for an ENGAGEMENT, with or 
without superintendence, in Town. Age 34. Salary moderate. Good 
references. 
= M. C., “ Solicitors’ Journal Office,” Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, 














AW.— WANTED, by a Gentleman admitted in 
Bove ie 1857, a CONVEYANCING CLERKSHIP, in Town or 
h references. 


Address, No. 9, Burton-street, §.W. 


AW PARTNERSHIP.—A GENTLEMAN, 
Admitted in 1851, and since then continuously engaged in two 
London Offices of high standing, desires to PURCHASE a moderate 
SHARE in a respectable TOWN PRACTICE, chiefly Conveyancing, with 
or without a limited period of previous Clerkship. 
Address, A. V., Mr. Atkinson, Law Stationer, Quality Court, Chancery- 
lane, W. C. 


L AW.—WANTED by a GENTLEMAN in the 28th 
4 year of his Age, Admitted in Easter Term, 1852, a PARTNERSH. 
of from £400 to £600 per annum, in a WELL-ESTABLISHED PRA’ 
TICE. None but Principals will be treated with, and the 
References given and required. Country preferred. 

Applications to be addressed to A. B., care of Messrs. Trinder & Eyre, 
Solicitors, 1, John-street, Bedford-row, W. C. 


Ww4s TED, in an Office in a Borough Town, a 
CLERK, competent to conduct the business of Clerk to the Bench 
of Magistrates, in the absence of pay Principal. ee 
Application, giving reference for Soooaer and salary required, to be 
— to H. R, hate Charles and Tiver, Law Stationers, Chancery- 














O SOLICITORS and PUBLIC COMPANTES.— 
WRITING. ENVELOPES, CIRCULARS, AND habe Fag 
COVERS, directed at the shortest notice, at 68. 6d. per thousand, and 
delivered to any part of town or country, at a saving of full r cent. 
Orders to Mr. Scott, care of the Publisher of the citors’ 
Journal ,” will meet with prompt attention. References given if required 


ACCIDENTS OF EVERY DESCRIPTION 
£1,000 IN CASE OF DEATH, OR 
A FIXED ALLOWANCE OF £6 PER WEEK 


IN THE EVENT OF INJURY, 
may be secured by an Annual Payment of £3 for a Policy in the 


RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE COMPANY. 

A special Act provides that persons receiving com tion from this 
Company are not barred thereby from recovering damages from the 
party causing the injury; an advantage no other Company can offer. 

It is found that ONE in every IN is more or legs 
injured by accident yearly. Company has y paid as compensa- 
tion for Accidents £27,988. 

Forms of and Prospectuses may be had at the Company’s Offices, 
and at all the Railway Stations, where, also, Railway Accidents alone 
may be insured against by the journey or year. 

NO CHARGE FOR STAMP DUTY. 
Railway Passengers’ Assurance Company, WILLIAM J. VIAN, 
Offices, 3, Old Broad-st., London, E.C, Secretary. 


TO THE OWNERS OF HOUSE PROPERTY IN AND NEAR LONDON, 
HE RENT GUARANTEE SOCIETY. 
TrusTers. 
John Horatio Land Moa 1 
Cuthbert Wm. Johnson, 
James L. Ridgway, Esq., } 
Tole totewy os tnon ta eth ans hanshetes tion since 1860, It was 


Sonn TUGTans at nee one a 


ouses, and other other Property, wit with the bo ap 
‘he Potae Funds. The Society also 


py , Mering the security of a large vied eapteal ans wit 
ideas ons eteend Game . 


tay Ieopates, Raton eine re oan ent, “the oct are now at 
print a y at ee  docleth's Oiacea, 8, Chadiotie- 


row, Mansion House, 
Society by Solicitors, one-third 


loartaeet fee the business with 
eres dy wo alow, ad the oa ion 








Lowndes-squa’ 
| ‘8 gs Bench rad Temple. “ 
+! Groydon. 
one shal and 




















en Apply to Mr. Bilney, No. 156, Marylebone-road. 


DEPOSIT AND DISCOUNT BANK. 
NIVE PER CENT. is paid on all Sums received on 
DE . Interest paid half-yearly. 
Taz Rr. Hon. tar EARL OF DEVON, Cuatrman. 
Offices: 6, Cannon-street West, E.C. G. H. LAW, Manaczr. 








VALUABLE WAREHOUSE PROPERTY in MANCHESTER. By 


R. CAPES, by order of the trustees of the late 
r, Esq., at the CLARENCE HOTEL, MAN- 
¥, the 17th of JUNE, 1958, at SIX O'CLOCK in 

to the of Sale then to be produced: 


i 
é 


Lot 1. All that BLOCK of BUILDINGS, situate in Mosley-street, and 
York-street, , comprising Six Warehouses and Offices, now 
in the several tions of Messrs. E. and J. Jackson and Co., Robert 

Pasting snd Hinghen, B. Syddall and Son, Woods and Co, Joshua 
Sons, and the British and Irish Magnetic Telegraph Company, 
the sum of £1,490 per annum. The property is 

ci Mg an hg tig, ete A se Rye Ie ser 
frontages of more than y-eight yards to Mosley-street 


iy 


free from 

land, and has 

| toed Mosley-street respectively, and of twenty-seven yards to York- 
“Lot 2. All that BLOCK 


of BUILDINGS, situate in Tib-street, Man- 
Buildings, comprising ouses, now in the 
of Messrs. Cephas Howard and Co., and others, at low 

rentals, producing the sum of £840 per annum. This property is subject 
d annum ; and the site comprise 1,014 

has frontages of more than seventy- 
than seventy-one yards to Garden-street, 
yards to Back Piccadilly, and of more than six yards to 


Ten Wareh 


I 
i 


a 
i 
ay 
ie 
- 
cee 
i 


i 


= ge. and 
a Ww ren prod 

This property is subject to a chief-rent of 
526@ square yards of build- 


. pe ; 
ing land, and has of more than thirteen yards to Oldham-street 
and vi of more than forty yards to Dale-street. 
Lot4. All those 

Messrs. Charles 


AREHOUSES and OFFICES, situate in Pall-mall, in 
» now in the several occ Cooper and 
Be Wiens Corr Tanmes sneeeeee ead others, at low rentals, pro- 
the sum of £230 per annum. Tose peoperts 'o trye freee chiet-cont 
e comprises square yards of building land, and has frontages 
Sree eee eee We FUE eel gat of meee Sean fon yards 
The whole of the ok ted Ah mee Tiered situate in the yery best 
i oe the city of Manchester, and present most eligible 
vestment. 

partic and plans may be had upon application to the Auc- 

street, Manchester 


tioneer, 22, Princess- ; to Mr. Nanson, Solicitor, Carlisle ; 
and to Messrs. Butiting and Bingham, Solicitors, 32, Mosley-street, Man- 


f 





ANGLESEY, NORTH WALES. 
O BE SOLD, PURSUANT to an ORDER of the 
HIGH COURT of CHANCERY, made in a CAUSE, BARNWELL 
tion of the VICE-CHANCELLOR Sir 
) Y, the J to whose Court the said 
attached, by Mr. paaak DEW, Auctioneer, at the BULL 
LLANGEFNI, on SDAY, the 8th day of JUNE, 1858, at 

VE o'Clock ‘at Noon precisely, in Lots, : 
Estates in the Island of a ae Ay) the late Miss Jane 


otel, Caernarvon; the 


otel, : 
ERS. EDWARDS, Chief Clerk. 
TWISDEN, 60, Russell-aquare, 








n Property in Suffolk. 












robation 
ARLTERS and LOVEJOY, the 
GARRAWAY’S COFFEE-HOUSE, , on 
of E, 1858, at TWELVE o’Clock at Noon, in One Loi 
MESSUAGE or TENE , No. 60, PALL-MALL, WES 
Peretti Coste Ea Nic saa 
, e . 
me behoal a , ae pe 
roperty ma. 
partic and Conditions of sale thay be hed atitie of ieee Wetne 
street, London, Solicitors; of Messrs. 





tnd’ Langtale, oF Ne soutien; 
Solicitors; of Mr. Rush, of 1, hustin trate La or; at Gar- 
raway’s; and of the Auctioneers, 55, are sting 

FRED Ee EDWARDS, Chief Clerk. 


O be SOLD by AUCTION, pursuant to an Order 
of the High Court of Chancery, made in a cause “M‘Culloch v. 
Gregory,” and causes supplemental thereto, with the of 
Judge to whose Court the said causes are attached, by Messrs. A 
and GALSWORTHY (the Auctioneers oo to ‘sell the samé), at the 
AUCTION MART, CITY, on TUESDA , the 15th day of « rete, at 
TWELVE o'clock, in Two Lots, Valuable OLD ESTATES, 
Six Houses, Nos. 52%, 53, 54, 55, 56, and 57, High-street, St. 
Giles, let to respectable tenants at low rents (in consideration of extensive 
outlays), amounting to £181 per annum, and held under two leases, for 
terms both expiring at Michaelmas, 1995, at we 








? Solici itor, 10, Lombard-street ; 
Old Jewry-chambers; at the Auction Mart; and of Messrs. 
Galsworthy, 28, Regent-street, Waterloo-place. 


NQ be SOLD by AUCTION, pursuant to a Decree 
of the High Court of ( sig wih the pein Re 
it R. T. Kindersley, by i tHanLes : 

County of 
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4 An. BE SOLD, pursuant to an Order of the 
Court of Chancery, made in a Cause “ Kerrich y. Fitzgérald,” with 
the approbation of the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Torin Kindersley, the 
Judge to whose Court the said Cause is attached, by Messrs. CHINNOCK 
and GALSWORTHY, at the AUCTION MART, in the City of London, on 
TUESDAY, the 15th day of JUNE, 1858, at One o'clock in the afternoon, 
rty known as the PENDLETON jen wren 





uspension bridge 
portant suburb of Manchester, thereby securing 
Property is held direct from the freehslders, under leases 


lessrs. Andrew 

Sons, with covenants similar to the original Tahoe, tor the whale Serm. at 
the improved rent of £1,436 per annum ; thus producing a profit rent of 
£586 per annum, exclusive of royalties, "which average £100 per statute 
acre of Coal worked, a large p ive increasing income thus 
obtained. i larg ochhay tees Uaon chide bo a Lawes in sinking shafts, 
and in erecting plant and machinery, all of the most improved and sub- 
stantial character, and the Works are being carried on with great spirit, 
and in a highly-satisfactory man 

Printed and conditions of sale J plans annexed) may be 
obtained (gratis) in London, of Messrs. Cooper and ey eel Solicitors, 3, 
Verulam-buildings, Gray’s-inn; of Messrs. White and tt, Solicitors, 
10, Whitehall-place ; and at the Auction Mart, and of Messrs. Chinnock 
and Galsworthy, Land ph and Surveyors, No. 28, Regent-street, Water- 
loo-place ; and in the country, of Hugh Higson, Esq., Receiver, Broughton, 
and at the principal hotels in Manchester and Liverpool. 


PERIODICAL SALE (Established in 1843), of pees Te 
ties, Shares, Bonds, &c., for Thursday next, June ‘ 
uity and Law Life Assurance Society, aX 

ARSH has received instructions from 
Executors of the late 7. ey my ep 

Monthly Periodical Sale of Re Policies, &c., 
place, at the a THURSDAY NEXT, JUNE 3, at 
Lots, FIFTY SHARES (£5 per share called and paid) in the é 
LAW LIFE. ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 26, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
dend paid on which was 5s. 6d. per ir share. 

Particulars may be obtained atthe Mart; of F. H. Turner, 
= Bedford-row ; and at Mr. Marsh Offices, 2, Charlotte-row, Ma 








PERIODICAL Sai Aeenoant in 1843), of 
Bonds, &c., for Thursday next, June 
to the Sum of £313 Is. 1ld. Three per Cent. Consols, 
R. MARSH has received ineremeee ae 
M to include in his next Monthly 
versions, &c., appointed to take place at the 
DAY NEXT, JUNE 3, at TWELVE, the ABSOLUTE 
Sum of £313 Is. 11d. Three per Cent. Consols, receivable 
two ladies, aged, respectively, 72 and 80 years. 


Particulars may be obtained at the Mart; of Messrs. olicit 
5, Walbrook ; ana at Mr. Marsh's Offices, 2, Charlotte-row, 
PERIODICAL SALE (Established in one of Reversions, Policies, ; 

ogee dg ae a aman ‘une 3.—Shares in the 


and Phoenix ; ife Assurance andes. 
LTR. MARSit has received eter to. 
in his next woke ~4 Periodical Sale of Reversions, P 8, 
take place a, the ben ns on Lg y pets BERT, UN: 
ane called 





ja inted to 

TWELVE, FOUR HUNDh wy £5 SHARES (£1 } 
paid) in the Equitable Fire Insurance 
TWENTY-FIVE £5 SHARES (£1 per share 
Life Assurance Com: 


and paid) in the ‘ 


Pafticulars 
Charlotte-row, 





PERIODICAL SALE (Established 1843) appointed to Soba, mane the 
Thursday in every month, of Absolute and Contingent Age to 
Funded and other Property, Life Interests, Annuities, Policies of Assur- 
ance, Advowsons, Next Presentations, Manorial Rights, Rent Charges in 
lieu of Tithes, Post Obit Bonds, Tontines, Debentures, Improved Rents, 
Shares in Docks, Canals, Mines, Railways, Insurance Companies, and 
other public undertakings, for the present year. 

M® MARSH begs to announce that his PERIODI- 

CAL SALES (established in 1843), for the disposal of ag de- 
scription a the above-mentioned PROPERTY, take place on the FIRST 

THURSDAY in each month throughout the ensuing year, as under :— 

January 7 May 6 September 2 
February 4 October 7 

March 4 November 4 
April 1 August 5 December 2 


Mr. Marsh has been induced to hold these sales from the increasing de- 
mand for the transfer of property of this description, the value of which as 
a means of investment is daily becoming better appreciated, and from his 
experience of the heavy drawbacks and great ulty to which it has 
been exposed in the ordinary course of sale, and the experience of the last 
15 years, has proved the above plan to be equally advantageous to vendors 
and purchasers, the classification of numerous lots rendering the means of 
publicity more effectual and less expensive to the vendor, and simplifying 
the transfer to the purchaser. Notices of sales intended to be effected by 
the above means should be forwarded to Mr. Marsh at least a fortnight 

the above dates, in order that they may have the full benefit 


The Particulars and Conditions of Sale for the ensuing year may be ob- 
tained seven days prior to each day of sale at the Mart; and at Mr. 
Marsh’s Offices, 2, Charlotte-row, Mansion-house ; or will be forwarded free 


on application. 
eg: SALE —— in 1843) of Reversions, Policies, Annuities, 
Shares, 


Bonds, &c., for Thursday next, June 3.—Five Policies of As- 
surance in the Law Life, Atlas, Medical, Invalid, and General, and Vic- 
toria Life Assurance Companies. 


R. MARSH bes received instructions from the 





3 of 
Marsh's Offices, 2, 





PERIODICAL SALE\ Established in 1843) of Reversions, Policies, 
Shares, Bonds, &c., for Thursday next, June 3.—A Contingent 
to the Sum of £1,500 Three per Cent. Consols. " 4} 
R. MARSH has received instructions from 
enn fee 1} in his next Monthly Periodical Sale 
versions, Policies, &€. to take place at the MART, on 
DAY NEXT, JUNE 3, at TWELVE, a CONTINGENT 
the SUM of £1,500 Three per Cent. Consols, receivable on the deceasd: 
two ladies, ly 72 and 80 years, provided a gentleman, : 
45, survives a lady now aged 43 


Particulars may be obtained at the Mart ; of Messrs. Harrison, 
5, Walbrook; and at Mr. Marsh’s Offices, 2, Charlotte-row, nse. 


PERIODICAL SALE (Established in 1843) of Reversions, 
Shares, Bonds, &c., for Thursda: reg Ae yo June 3.—The 
well-known Pheenix Fire Office, in Lombard-street.—Ten Shares 
by direction of the Executors of the late Mrs. Hedges. 
R. MARSH has received instructions from. 
above Lave sagged Sry in . ae 


Reversions, Policies, &c., appointed to take place at the 
DAY NEXT, JUNE 3, at 12, in Lots of Two each, TEN 
old-established and 





Particulars may be obtained at the Mart; 
man, Solicitors, 9, Carey-street, Lincoln’: s-inn ; “ad at i at Mr, e tarsh's 
2, Charlotte-row, Mansion-house. 


PERIODICAL SALE (Established in 1843) of te hae al n 8 
Shares, Bonds, Se Ser Sera nee ae of 
bert and Times Office 





for £1,000 in the Al 


R. MARSH has_ received instructions to 
in his next Monthly Periodical Sale of 
to take place at the MART, on THURSDAY 
T ELVE, a POLICY OF ASSURANCE for the stun of £1,000, < 
the — July, 1845, with the Freemasons’ and General (now the Albert: 
Assurance Company, Waterloo-place, Pall-mall, payable 
dacense 6f 0 quatiomen bon inten 416s pean at bieaghy meen 
of 50. whichever event shall first happen. i 
may be obtained at the Mart; of Messrs. Sudlow, , 
38, Bedford-row; and at. Mr. 





PERIODICAL SALE (Established in 1843 of Reversions,' Policies, 
Shares, Bonds, &c., Bae fale ere ee 
to a One-Eighth Part or of Freehold , situate 
wish, and Shunde caer oF ‘to Money 





Boas 












